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oo aden Wehe or mike a 
apology for the publiſhing 

of theſe letters, is alrogether need- 
leſs. If I have truth on my ſide, 
the importance of the ſubject, and 
the general inattention paſd to it, 
(eſpecially in Scotland) Will ſutfi- 
ciently juſtify 'me: if 1 Have not, 
all apologies are Vain. } 


Ir is indeed A pretty common 
obſervation, That little benefit or 
edification ' reſults from religious 
controverſies. Whatever truth may 
be in this, with reſp ect to thoſe 
whoſe: cool- * indicates 
their having nothing at ſtake, or 
whoſe unlimited charity is equally 
courteous to truth and falſhood ; 


AF. yet 


» © 
„ * * 


The moſt important revolution 
that ever happen d in the world, 


was brought abqut by means of 


PREFACE. 


yet I cannot be perſuaded that this 
obſervation is without -exception. 


controverſy, diſputes and conten- 


tion *; and afterwards, when An- 


tichriſt. had ſlain the witneſſes, 


quaſh'd th e controverſy, and curs'd 
all around him into. implicit faith, 
theſe, horrid | chains of darkneſs 

were again burſt aſunder by a free 
inquiry into the Scriptures, and 
a contending for the faith once 
delivered to the ſaints. 


Bur whatever may be faid- of 


controverſy, it may be preſumed, 
that the perſon Who can ſtand 
neutral in all religious diſputes, 
| muſt either have no creed at all, 

or hold it very cheap. | 


As the point of eticves-baptifin 


"I Had been controverted for theſe fif- 
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PRE FACE 


| teen centuries paſt, I 9 
vanity to imagine, that any thing 


Here advanced will finally decide 


the matter; for 1 am fully per- 


ſuaded, that there are other princi- 
ples of oppoſition to truth in hu- 


man nature than ſimple tgnorance. 


in controverſy is chiefly With 
INDEPENDENTS, WIIO profeſs to be- 
lieve, That Chriſt's kingdom is not 
of this world; a 
birth does not diſtinguiſh his ſub- 
jects, nor intitle to ſpiritual privi- 
leges : theſe, eſpecially. will difcern 
the propriety of the en 
and feel their wei ight. 


Vi As for the national dts 1 


have little quarrel with her on this 
head, it en equally reaſonable 


that the children of the fleth ſhould 


be counted for the ſeed, as that a 
nation of this world ſhould be 
counted a viſible church of Chriſt. 
For vhilſt it is ſuppoſed, that the 
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PREFACE. 


ſome fenſe, ſucceet the Jewidh 


Theęocracy, and are intereftedin the 


covenant of circumcifion, it will 
be hard to convince them, that the 


command to circumciſe Jewiſli in- 


fants does not equally at, the 


baptizing of theits. 


TI hope the reader will not ſatisfy 
himſelf with carping at occaſional 


' Inadvertencies,' but candidly conſi- 


der the ſcope! and force of the ar- 
guments, and efpecially the ſerip- 


tures adduced in {ſupport of them. 


Ir what I have by EOS in theſe 


letters have a tendency to free any 


of the ſub jects: gf :Chriſt from hu- 
man inventions, and rouſe their 
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Ficular ; with a brief fate of the ſcripture view ef 
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Whether the p Aut of infant baptif — 4 


plies. a diſbelief of the freedom "14h ene ahicd * 
divine grace, vr not; 


LET ITE R Ul. 9026. 
Whether there be ſcripture precipt or txample for bap- 


tizing of infants : and whether infants .may be 
reckoned believers and dfeiples, or not ; ; conſidered. 


Lu 1 T E R w. 26 to 34. 


The argument from the apefiles baptizing whole 224 
conſidered and refuted. 


LETTER V. 206 4 


The argument from Adts ii. 38, 39. refuted. 
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LETTER vn. 56 00 59. 


. argument her eme. refuted ; with un 
account of the two covenants, and their 2 


uib the promiſas made to Abraum. 17 

LETTER VIII. 79 to 90. 
mne, 14+ refuted. | 

4 Li T TIER IX. 90 to fer. 
Aer e. of the wig PI rrp 


— 


LETTER X. 101 to 111 
TY Ke mode 7 1 vindicated, 
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Page Lins from the bead, | 

3 7 For inſtants, read infants 

32. I, Aker rea Phliggl 

48 30. For elle, read apoſtle's 
nee read Kegitinat 1 
78 19 For of, read off Ly | 

82 1 For thought, read _ 

, "86 08S: Dele here 
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Foa, ynſhackled by human ſyſteme, admit ĩt in its 
| oſt gopuine and ſimple meaning. 
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— bs . ebase ume Nate 1 rend 4 
confidered your excellent Treatiſe, entitled, 
FTbe TxsTIMonr of the King of Max TRE, &. 
which I take to be a moſt ſimple and ſcriptural if- 
luſtration-of our Lord's good confeſſion, which he 
witneſſed: befdte Pontius Pilate; concerning his 
kingdom, ad diſtinguidto d from the Jewiſh Thes- 
cracy;\the kingdoms of this world, and the falſe 
churches that now bear that form. Holding the 
analogy berwixt type and antitype in Four &e, 
the ſcripture evidence beams in upon you from e- 

very quarter to ſupport the main point, hilſt 


*. 


Thbe reading of this excellent treatiſe gave me vaſt 
ſatisfaction, and prepoſſeſſed me wirb a favourable 
byaſs in behalf of you E wricings+ ſuppof. 
jag vun ſtill to purſue the principles upon which 
Jou ſet gut, I Vfg. vn willing to admit am ſuch ſeals 
of jour Mords a8. emed: to ane! from e.. 
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Thus you may ſee with what favourable im- 
N I proceeded to peruſe the reſt of your 


* many of ye your t oO contain a plain 
and ſcriptural view of the doctrine, order and 
worſhip of the apoſtolic churches, till I arrived at 


Ca- 


yo third Flume, where I foqad 


Charity, and a letter, enti 
Forbearance defended, in both of which you diſcard 
all ſorbearance whatever, as a thing unwarrantable 
in Chriſtian churches ſince the finiſhing bfathe 
New. Teſtament eee ede copboe 2 
poſtolic directions, on that ſuhject, .to:the,pecu 
diſputes that aroſe betwixt the Jews, and Gen tiles 
. Apout. the Jawfulneſs of meats and drink. 
When Leompared this, wh what you had ad- 
vnnced before, on chat hend, in the Him of 
the- King of Martyrs +; L conid not but abſexve a 
maniſeſt incos ſiſtency betwixt them. However, 
4 was unwilling to judge raſhly in this affair, thiok- 
ing it unlikely, you -{bogld publifti-contradiftory 
| Principles in one and the fame: edition of your 
AK. zi o dt hoqqut-o 197%p0p v. 
But, proceeding tofyoarfourth toluaie g fon 
Diſſertation on fat Baprijm, bubieh'1 ch der- 
89; with gare and attenkion ; am dhe. rather, as I 
as never fully ſatisſied with any thing I had for- 
| mer rend et ludiectt and bang deſnecut cf 
t hithe goqu 23107 a 37; 2917929 07 Nift further 
21 4% 4 60 n AGO EL 15 ig, 2 


particularly 4 lietie if iv we d Aae entitled; Na va. 
40 4 Believer's Houſe. | 


1 Page 123, 13. $ Page 194,—z10, 


en eo "Rule of 


DET TETRA 


l 
Fuirelivs' fight" into th F kit Bibe hope you woullf 


oe err de ce in tis Verelf kröcn feripture, 
a would Fenice wyferüples, efab nr mie fir this 
rectived' opinion! Int enable we te bridg, my i 
fants to baptiſttf in fart. But liow N 40 
e n that 50 re 
fortthE'Baprifn G infant era 4 575 

poſition to the ſcriptures, as well as to ine mot 
sds potretodtdalde fortin" the 72h of 
eng off Mere , However, it may be ale 
ed, that yon have done it as must juſtice a9 the 
 boundviof your much; and/che-namce of the aner, 
dE, perde i bod, 

te dee of ferfpture Baptiſtr Fs Wirth 
lite atteneec to in Scotland ant” as: you have 
contributed your part to thicken" the darknefs tr 
had overſpread the minds of men about it, inſs-* 
much har ſome of you adherents Have boaſted of 
this Dereitist us u werable; P fal, accord 
ing to my abillty, faßed vob der by Ah dog 
the whole of your argumen u, and accommodate 
my anſwers to the nature and manner of them, 
without either arrfufiy evading their wh, or 
wilfally perverting their meaning. 

I ſhall conclude this introductory epillk, by ſtat- 
ing what appears to me the ſcripture view of bap- 
tiſm. And, m4 

1. Baptiſm is an ordinance, inſtituted by the 
Lord Jeſus Chriſt, under the new and better cov - 
nant, Which belongs only to the apparent ſubjects 
of that covenant, upon the profeſlion * en 
* 2 12 


4 L E;T;T;ER:; 1; 


in Christ, and obedience to him; being a fign and 
repreſentation. ta them of the cleaning efficacy of 
his blood, and regenerating operations of | his Spi. 
rit, and ſo of; their, having communion; with, and 
conformity to him; in, bis desth, hutial and reſur- 
rection, by dying upto fin. and living unto m— | 
ouſneſs, Matthq xxxiii, ug. Acts vill. 37. K 
| ri. N Col. l a1 N. rer o Wk 91 or oifiloy 
oi The: Name, into; which, believers are to — 
baptized, is that of the Father, ara Holy Wen. 
Matth. xxviii; 19. 

3. The Mode or Manner = Boprifin . 
ſion, or dipping of the body in water, as appears 
from the proper ac the. Greek word, 
and from the Grcuraſtances of our Lord's baptiſm, 
Matth. iii. 16. and-thoſe of eg eur a Nn. 
36390; h 3-07 Folz vo 

Now, whether e ate he proper ſubjects 
of this ordingpe or hot,, ſhallybe. conſidered in ng 
SIR: oP andre tea I amy: 45 vo pe 
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tion upon an entre ſpre of believing, ede 
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to adiforuts: bim fia S dt 204 Aud. 
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enn 


yu 


15a BH Corel ids et oro lil 1 22 a "Ya: 4 
58 385 £1 4 77 par vit 
xz E. 2 th ies ITY uiid 1 

de 2211 Nat bod ee fait yasb 37 7 
8 FC if mdr 10h debut 1016095 135! 
N mee ds Bit eat 
fart baptiſm, you make an oematior afar 
verlil gen and* diſputes about h Blue d: 
have ww concern Witk 4oy th there, wake pricigy 
nia parograph/rwhure you ghlerve;;"! ge uns? 

That che denying of infant/Baptifire es | off 
making the fafvation by Biptifiy- le an me 
©thing elfe than the "thing > ever that, 
hatevet ft be, whit diſti guiſkes: the adult 
© Chiriffian' from Mo-infant :* thetngh wur Buren 
. declares, tHe we- muſt enter hivhingdony 
ew x infalns” enter it: Fe Art eppIUnI s 
tar we Heut oft te iwfabt Bu pff! hl feld 


© iafants ae inda phbleg: whergagithero in ndt any 
* rus cho or ſinarret eimſeſſiomof: thi: th bus 
tharialdnewhiotearkmow)edgetcehatſaliarionties 
"only aud w RD lin the thing fignificdrin-bojrtifa.. 
—And}"favderguiterhow tft tt ng tour 
"Lordaafitry Joſt as iu ſuves i out iman tai Ther 
deni O ihfarnibeprilt have: alway® pro- 
ede Fiona Bbehtf uf th? : n ni 108 Ea 
CARE" 1 IF we maintag th chat fate bh. 
ric ie tau fükratiöm by the 9 God 
28 dough 


5 LETTER U. 


through t the ſufferings, death and reſurrection o 
; how Ga it _ that their ſal ration lies not 

only and wh N to the adult 
in baptiſm, but in 12 

2. If we deny infant · baptiſm, becauſe it is nei- 

ther commanded nor exemplified in ſcripture ] he- 
cauſe we: know. not who among, them are the tru wy 
Iſrael; and becauſe it cannot be a fign to them of 
the thing ſigniied ; will it therefore; follow, that 
When they become viſible bellevers, and cn diſ- - 
cern baptiſm to ſitzure their ſalvation hy the death. 
and reſurrection af Chriſt j L ſay, will it then fair 
I follow, chat. their ſal vation mult tarn upon ſome- 
thing elſe than the death and reſurrection of Chriſt 
' Which is repreſented. to them in that oxdinance, or 
upon any thing about. themſelyes, diftingui 
them» frem infants? . Certainly: no: that which 
gives the anſwer of a good conſcience to the adult 
believer in baptiſm, muſt. de She Jer e 8 
with that which ſaves elect infants. 


g. IF an explicit proſeſſion of: he bin, a Gif- 
eeraiog of the thing: ſignified; and an engagement 
to put off the body of the ſins of the fleſh, be 
qualifications: which turn the ſalyation of the adult 
: — footing from chat of lnfantz, or 
: the thing ſigniſied in baptiſm ;| then, by neceſſary 
conſt quenee, theſe qualifications are net to be qe · 
ed for in adults, cithes nt baptiſm or the Ford! 
ſupper. But if ven plende ot thefe things: in a- 
| _Y Gove as rs that both. 1 
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and dhe Hord's ſupper are ta them moſt, pergicious 
ordinances, ſince they require ſuch qualifications - 
as: (according to you) . make their, ſal vation to lie 
in ſomething elſe than the thing ane But 
the;contrary. is evident from ſcsip ture. 
4. Though we own, that the thing gift in 
baptiſm. ſaves infants juſt as it ſayes adults, yer wWe 
deny infant · baptiſm; for we diflinguiſh- betwixt 


the thing e nißed and the „n fignifying ;-the for- 


mer is beſtowed upon all the elect of God, whe- b 
ther adults or infants; the. latter, on thoſe: who 


appear to be ſuch, and can, diſcern its meaning, 


who are only the adult. Again, we. diſtinguiſh - 
betwixt the cbjects of God's everlaſting. love and the 
judges of by the rule of his omaiſciency ; the laſt - 
muſt be judged of by: the rules of revelation, or: 
de perſdual characters by; which, he, hach pointed 
them out in his word. Ta aſſert, then, That the 
denial of infant · baptiſm muſt have always proceeded 
from a diſbelief that ſalvation; lies only and wholly, 
in the thing Ggnified in min, is as untrue as 51 
is confidently; aſſer ted. . WIN» Ay * Aan e X'S * 
5. Bunthen this aſſertion —— Jour 
plan; and; like an arrow [hot perpendicular, reverts 
upon vont on head for: if the denying of in 
fant · baptiiſm comes of making the ſalvation by 
baptiſii to die in ſomething ialſe than; the thing 
* ſignified/?; hen infant / baptiſm is; abſolutehy/ no: 
* ceſlary to ſalvation; ſince, otherwiſe, they muſt 
be nal * fell. righteous plan, which can- 
. | not 


| — 


* 
* 
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85 LE FF EH 1 
not fave,” But ig bppoſed to the thing fig 
I aſt then; is not this like phdag/ ſafvutio Me 
thing eie tan dhe ünüg ſignified,” erh v chatz 
whatever it* be; Wen diftinguiſhes intants from 
adult believers; Ant- Cdfmes the thing Ngnihed 
tothe huptiſen 2 Por hapt yorcare n, are of 
this; : Hut: yow tenly hellere, thuti ſclvatiom lies 
only and wholly: in the ching Ggnilied;] you: conick 
never have nngined, that the demi of infant-: 
baptiſtn could any way affect this / principle, or 
make any difference in what ſares. 21, 10, loht ꝛect⸗ 
So far were your'forefathets from adcnowledy- 
ing, tat * ſalvation: Res only and wholly- in the: 
© thing ſignified)" that their main argument for in- 
troducing the baptiſm of infants, tufm'd upon a. 
| ſuppoſed neceſſity of it to falvation. But they kid 
not then Jearhed to* conHhe the falvation'i by Bays 
tim to ihat; whatever it he; hien 
ine wants Gf bellverd "fron oſs! off infidels;: 
thougle indeed they were at no loſs ;/ for! the- an-- 
tient neceffty e Japtiſm to ad uren i by ker u bet. 
ier argument than the todern covenant ue e or 
- ſalvation te a believer's houſe. Nor n I foe) lore 
;afagr- bagriſny could:everciak@ place upbem ſuth ar- 
guments as are mefti uſeil by! Proteſſtin to in ſuꝑ · 
| part of itz at ihis day 3 and thexeforebahink;itves 
ry ungrateful in modern FPHπůᷣo¹¹ui sr ti i ſnurm at: 
thar:which gave thum n bringzi awd bfcGh is ſtil 
taciiely imphed inn mee nagt 
Nad yo. nie u i 1 * chte 8 
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rr whe aan 
[* Have been carefully conſidering the ficſt ſection 
of your: Diſſertation, which containt a ſcheme. of 
the contraverſy, .and ftate of the er | 
ture precept and example. You ſay, 
The whole plea. againſt, infan-bagrifis: comes 
"20 this That there is /peither -particular expreſs 
« precept./nor indiſputable example for it in the 
© New. Teſtament, where baptiſm is inſeparably 
connected with a profeſſion of the faith, ew" 
* infants, are not capable to make. 
Anl., Though: our whole plea, . only: 10 


throw infant · baptiſm: for when we conſider how 
particular and expreſs God's injunctions were, mb 
ieſpect to every circumſtance. of. the old covenan 
rituals, we can never imagine, —— | 
pO oats 1 ah 7 covenant, | would be. 
i 2 matter of doubtful diſpujation, to be ga- 
hn only from dark an 1 aſe bios, . 
dubious conſequences, | n 
But the truth is, #3 is either. een] col 
example, direct nor indirect, particular nor general, 
expreſs d nar implied, in either the Qld;, Teſta», 
ment * the n favour of inan-baptiy 


10 LETTER Il. 


ſo that our plea againſt it comes to more that you 
TG 


All this (you fay) may de owned, at the ſame 
time that the infenncelfrum it is denied. 


Here then you give up with expreſs precept and 
indiſputable example; but then you deny, the | in- 
ference, viz, That infants ought not c de bap- 
ted eProp e ae e 
ment, we might dear” Votet om the Lord's 
ſappet : for yor , We can d more” Mew; by 
expreſs particulit prece pt; TCO A PAY 
ple this! Qbriffiar met are inttedect in the 

ꝓrevept, D vr in eb ene of Me; And: Drin 
aH if, tha we'eatprove}- by ſuchiprecept 
Vr example; that” Chriftiow infant are Tormpre- 
Bonded in the procopt;” Buptizing ben, And 
then you make no*Rrupleto* afſert, That we have 
the fame evſdence fer infatits their'being| meiubers 
of OhtHft's' body; As We Have of velleving women's: 
being ſhekco0 ww ADH n: miſtqzs Inn; worn: 

"This W. eh K tonfenfical Evafon; chat 7t is 
ſearce wor t white to take notice of ii; butas your 
whole argument apain* the neteſſtty- of precept' 
and extitiple Hfuger u we, * may de obRrved,” 
be ee ae an beten be 
ſdBjetts of goſpel orditatices by a perfonat p rofel- 
fion and ONE anſwerable 4 What the en ip- 
türe requites ; "Yor Wfintt, 8 Ach? bin male no 
ſack proteffion; fo-the fefhly: dirt . 15 dend - 
minkts their ſücze gts f biprifis; aby mere ta ft. 
ci eber their defũg Vo gam. 2017 10 3435 
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LETTER Mh ar 
8. Nhe ſcripture-expreſly. telle s, That: there 
is.n0-diſtinQicn of male aud female among; thoſe 


who are one in Ohriſt Jeſus, Gal. il. 2. Ahilſt it 
ba a T3; wide PAL 77 * en 
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98 
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| ow, if the {cri 
bem if of no EN TON 7 olle ; body c of 


Chrilt 178 ought you. to muſter up ſuch a cl 
merical ftion, in, e to 79 0 a real © Sue, 


1 which 15 We and Adult viable 
b bel 8 * 1 00 pk 29 7 75 i 
hot the N 95 care ers r the de 
| and gel 80 6 hel ſe. ordinan ces, ſhew 


3. or — but be ſenſible, that the grecept, 
It a man examine lomſelf, and.Jo Jet him, fat, e. | 
(i Cor. xi. 3 includes both ſexes ; for the 155 
there 60 Nan, is ud ag "which is 
ftricted t the tudle ſen 10 drtinert Alen we 1 
male, vue "2ry9cwitbe, Which aurwers 10 "the 
Latin Homo, a bekenne do male and fe- 


male, except where fome Parten! circumſtance 
in dhe text reſtriets The ſenſe.” Hete hen Yhe'pre- 


cept for eating tlie Lots ſupper 1s a $*Exprelly di- 
rected to Chriſtian women 4 it is to meh. But 1 
wight have part myſelf this" criticifm; for Tam 
perſuaded, that the weakeſt woman, thit reads her 
En oor Mr can be at no loſs' te ſee, that the 


ov thy y a as we: ber 8 
155 uch t bing in 7 


125 for any ſuch. | 
21 from the principle th that every oppoſer 


— 


k idfant- bipriſms kes vont Ypon, "viz, That fuch 
an expres precept, and ſuch a plain example | is 
Is © neceflary1 to ſhew the warratit for. K. * 218 O. 
. —9 — "ſeems you are obliged to burt 
fen predept example at the 4 ilet * 
a 'your Janrney. 0 ed, your wiltoin Is to 
. ended ; 1 for who "oil chuſe 1 to \nodertake a a 755 
ney + With luch companions as every now and then 
' would be ready to trip up his heels, or plunge 
him in the mire, when be bad moſt occaſi n for 
Weir lit ſtztite of Let Kier All, you would have 
Proſper pered much better in Fei expediti 00, 'Evuld 
you have taken "both , "precept and ; example. aJon g 
with you in à frieridly manner; "they would have 
toy ed Fou 225 an artful” tiff * which You afe 0- 


_ 0 the principle you Ret ſet out u- 
Fiſh in your departure from the national church. 
in pour ſpeech bgfore. dig commiſlion of the gene- 
al alewbly, ypa girs the following 1 for mor 
ſubſcribing, the 2 vi, becauſe I cannot 
* ſee plecept or example j ſcripture for, the go 
ere of this national church by 1 8 ons, 
* preſhyteries, , 1 and national ſynods,—— 
* Apd if 36 ſhow A Ge 4þgt_ it; requires 
| ee or amp od's Hors for ſuch a A,go- 
+ nent, to, Forage 92 0 ec re that it is 
25 *foindeFin W that wor id, — 1 e en 


ie JC OT 9 TECH) Nele 7 n. Die jg 
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in be poblia Handards af che darch ahn con- 
demus this . 39C 10 o 30 Neem einst! 
Now, Sir, Liaſk; Why do ꝓcu depart, iniRazing 
-the: controver( yuabout intant - baptiſm, ram that 
very principle, withont-which (by out own con- 
feſſion) qou :have no wartant to declare chat it is 
fouatled in the word of God? 48% 0 rf) 0 
u take notice: ob auether trobbletetne princi- 
ple 6fqhe Baptiſts, vit. . That bapuſin ĩs ioſepa- 
« rably connected in Ahe rr refuge a 
© profeſſion of the th, which infants Are not 
app e ke. % ie end 


You might have c this. 2s the .former 
by telling us, That we have no int 
ture of waren mating = Expreſs profeſſion of 
Ge kaun big before ier rec, vibg the Lord's ſupper ; 
and why ſhould we tothe it of iufants before 
"baptiſm 2 Met tis would” Yorugottere ane 


"therefore you Hy, voy Tg si- Jani 61 57 
a "ein W bone apts cantl bead 


* mibiſietett” to any upon a confeſfion by which 
20 See 53 80 dilttp!es according to. 
517800 tures: 1 ft. Can well de faid, hit in- 
Ros to be 75 upon 4 Pt 1 r of” 
a 1 7 is to - 


Ik Ag ; Nos th cheir pare! ts, ad Well 


be as 100K 95 . with! th wi 572 
* as gh and erke Ki 1 
"hurt 1525 which þ 115 e 


-S{2 Oh 1 "$f! 67 nd 4 725 11 225 


#627 A Wrkbaan. 41 th 15 an 
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it ſeems, may be owned: bat dee e ery 
ed vithout genying chaptiſmi te thoſe ho cannot 
make 4 profeſſion ⁊ For this you have à curious 
ſalvo at band, Without which yon would never 
have own'd:it;, gz. Though infants cannot pro- 
feſs the faith, yet their parents can do it ifor them; 
and this warrants ns to account them diſciples,” and 
eee been eee, 
3 -Diſciples are made by teaching e- td 
"Believing parents are tanght? In HOIST 
Therefore, Their children are h and 
1) He Viptites.” Soviets ek Jig u 


o Was ever logic ty ridiculous, where. 4 bare al. 
Gig. er beagiog of the e is 5 ar. 
pan us for 8 jußt concluſion.” 83 
vzHowetened3graatdog chat e 
ſary to infant-baptiſm, you entirely. overthrow 
- hay Jou charge. upon ps in the introduction, elſe 
Neu, are: guilty; of the ſame. thing. For if you will 
_ 2a baptize A without, the Tarr = of the 
Pftept, Theo jt e Haß you hold ſomething 
 roxſſargato baptiſm. 7 eat ge, 1ocapable, 
even that, profeſſion, wh HRP Fae 
e ip e Abe 
ay Fg N OSD al juſtice, re- 

dort, 


ee a; profeſſion of the 


parent in 25 io othe Þ bay lm of bi bee, comes 


of makibg the ſalvation by baptiſm to lie in ſome- 
ki, elſe than. 9 digdificd;” even that, 


what» 


— nee. 


da 
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whatever: 0b, which the adolt:-Chtifliamumiilh: 


perform for his ivfants;"and which giueg hen a 
right to baptiſm eee 8 children pt 


infidels. % Sd 8 $2 O85 16T O01 e 
But I 'had\atloſe' Fs your welpe proof for. 
the dlſciplelhip of infants.” 1h Aitag od; got 


"fox Wben the Ju Valk AP ie RK in 
© getitile Chiriſtians cl 16 Keep the Kb, 48 
« Nreeſtiry to their ſalvation by Thrift, 'Perer Tad. 
* thein, Why'cempt' ye Cal, fe putt bete dpd Hh 
neck of the diſciples. ' But the Cor roviag: ſeek⸗ 
7 15 to Have this yoke Haid upoti che infahts of the 
* beli6xfog paretits 3 40d therefof@ Peter," f Fe“ 
reh ate to baptite Viſciples, took tRat 
deſignation to comprehend infants, and called 
„eng diſtiptes with aer parents 1 
But though it be granted, that the infauts of 
believing Gevitiles would be citcuniciſed Wick their 
paretits; it is by o wenns edtüt, that Peter e coin 
prehends theſe infants in the mation Heißt: 
for what other manner of Scprefftön is it natural 
to think the apoſtle would” uſe} upon this Gccuff- 
on, though infants had been excepted in that de- 
Ggnation?!1f we 160k iute the -context}] wwe mant 
fad, that thoſe whotzi he terms dieiplel are ha- 
raRterized in ſuch a manner 38 will not apply to iu- 
fants ; And certain men which: cane dun fron Ju. 
dia taught"the brethren, Ce. (Acts xv. 1.) ſo they 
were brethren capable A being Woght, * Se uh * 
know#th the Brarts; bare thini ait, gib th 
= — "_w even as he did unto us; und pu n 


Aru C 2 d. 
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Ammer tülnen ah aud thimy purifying: their 

bear hy faith. | Now nber gane why fer ye God 

75 pub rb jule upem the neuf off the difeiphess &. r. 
8, 9, 10. Now, can any thing be more phin, 
thani that the apofile's.argument/againft cireqmeil- 
ing the gentile diſciples, e 5 of, 
thair harjpg repeixed the Holy, Ghaſt 
0g. EE A 55 AN 1 755 
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Liter 1 
connt given. 
df it in plain, 7 89 — a 
a Dead 2 285 10 Ly 


parents... 
” Beſides, it 


keeping of the ru of Males» dich Peter call a yoke 
thah neither they, nar, thein fathers: were abie 4 
Bar,; far both, they, and, bein fathers chad, herne 
ibis; but it was the Grin of its nech unto jets 
Btiptly, which, was. this intolerable Joke, as ap- 
pears. from ver. 1, 9, Dwas this Which made the 
lay of Mofes a killing letter, a miniſtration of death. 
apdicanderpaation. Teſthis goctrine the. apoſile 
_ oppoſes /akuatios! by the grace: of: the Lard Telus. 
Midi vere 3 34: Du: hi dH eauld-ds no ſueh 
yoke upon the neck of infants, who. cad not us 
der ſland it; it could neither plaaſd nor grieve them. 
Therefore it follows inevindbly.. that joſqnce-were 
nor reckewed h Peter, amogglt thaſe whom be 
ters filers dum vin d in en Ap or 
* 8 9 Further, 
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LN DE RT H. MW: 
Fr ther you may cooſicder hte en INN him: 
ſelf deſeribes his diſeiples in Luke ir. 204 #72: 
Johif:viiilg t. and in. 35% and Av. 907 Fheſe at 


charactere without which, he-ſays,: ne man $2: 
his diſciple but theſt.charaRers' will nos @pply.20: 


infants,/ and therefore the-defignation: di/cipies can 


not be: given them. Beſides; aecording to io ie 
ſcripture, diſciples are made by teaching for the 
word, in the, original, fignifies a karnery dr ont ther 
is tanghts i But. infants. N of 0 
taught; therefore they Carnot br diſciples in,.ths 
ſcripture. ſtile and way. of ſpeakin. . 

Nut then you ay, Accorditig to the commiſſi- 
© on in Mark's goſpel to preach and baptize, infants 


muſt eiter be reckoned with the belieying or ihe 


damned. For as to the belleving : there cue ct · 
© ed: with baptiſm, it is exprefiy-faid,y He that le- 
* fieveth,not ſhall. be, damned: nο therefore: ifi we 


« cannot look on the infants: of the faithfuh; dying 


in infancy, as damned, we muſt. look vpn them, 
* according to this ſcripture, as delieving, and ſo 
© intitled to baptiſm, Here;conveRted. with the be. 


egg W e eee 
"f menu ich 2203093! Eyoonat Dos iiber 
Here it ems, we are laid under a-nceclbty of 


judging the ſtate of ipfantz: if they gre chmreu of 
believers, * myſt e Bibi believing - 
and ſaved; bu if ghey N ob ugbelienerss 
ve mug, A ef le, rechen, em with .1 ths 

vnbcliewng and damned, according; g your x 
2 


s, — — 


be ot hen eee. dor yon own, tktre 
may be oc for another kind of reckuning with 


reſpecd to theſe of them wh arrive at an adult ſtute. 
But, dent Sir, ate you not as-fendible as any, that 
mere is nos ohe fytiable hn alf that ccni fo ei- 
ther of the lafams of bene vers oc infidels, dying in 
Mfindgy, bf other wiſe ? 80 that id muſt [aan 
Where to eſtabliſh this notion. 
We muſt either, it ſectiis, own, Nhat ian wee 
believers, or reckon they are damned dying itt in · 
fateyr but whit If we would neither own the one 
— nor the other? The ſcripture 1495 us under no 
tuch neceſicy of fdeterminiop their frate; but on 
the contraty; ſhews, that the ſovereign purpoſe of 
God according to dleftion will ſtand; with reſpect 
to eHNdren that have done neither good ner evil, 
whether they ever in this hfe -arfive at a capaeny 
for knowing aud belicving'the geſpel, or not; yea, 
whether their partuts be Vellevers er let: fo that 
we reft this matter upon the fovereigaty and good 
pletfore of the 1 ighteens Judge, who hath _ 
an whine be wil. Rom. in. 18. 
But 1 beg SN. you wenkd ute lnb Ua üb- 
furdities and inconſiſtencies, your judgment of the 
5 Rats of lafnurs necefſivily iuvolyes you. As, 
I. 1 50 aw ikke ſalvation” of "the Fofatity of 
beleben from theſe words, He that belitvtth and is 
baptized Nui be fieoed ; you muſt allo, by the ſattic 
rule, (as has beeti obſt ved) infer 'the'ditagation of 
the Infants of iafidels from theſe other werds, he that 


aba, nt fl e demi, beth Being qual of = 


med in this place. Now whether this de neotf 45 
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harſh and -namercifol u prinetple, 4s the pepich 
_ of Ne g rf infants, 1 lee you to 
judge. Th aui 7163. D6u0) ge { * 
WS | Aris ferlphire litres ng thr matp of the 
adult children of kafdels have: Been laves, it fo 
lows, that their fatvarſon” turns up deten 
which they have don in their riper years, fince 
(upon Four pla) en ave deen cu d dy. 
ing in infa cy. 
ny Though you m the PSI of is at 
dret-6f believers, dying im infitey ; yet you on, 
chat any of them full fort of it when they ſur- 
vive chat flite . I affe then, what kind of fates 
vation muſt that de, which can only be certaltly 
ſecured by dying in infatey;” which may take wing 
upob ther firſt reflecklon, or wear out through 
length of tithe ? Does that which faves dying in- 
fants, loſe its whole eMicacy on thoſe of riper yeats ; 
like certaits medicines which are prepar'd only for 
children, but can have no effect on grow petiotis ? 
Or. ate they ſaved by free grace in infancy, but 
conditibwally when they grow up, and & forfeit 
thelr falbaüem by fang in ihe terms! If fo, k 
cannot help thinking, that you Mit Bold a difference 
betwixt that which faves uftote dyn it fey; 
and that which faves thoſe who ſurvive that flare, 
Upon n plan,; Happy wert it for thenhnds of 
the children. bf believers I they, never forvived ths 
infant Fabrics; Mice they never uttan the ur 
gl Bur dreadful is the ce of the children of 


infidels, 


® Page 203, 
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in fidels, dying in inſancy, ho, as tliey have no 
infant · ſalvation, never arrive b mene 
for attaining : adult ſalvation in 
4. As you found this iofant-ſalvation 5 
the, children's: cannection With, :thelr. gs - 
rents, I aſk, what kind of connection is it? If it 
be the feſbly connection, how can ſpiritual — 
Gngs be derived: in this manner? and if they be, 
what hinders the children from reaping the benefit 
of this connection in their adult ſtate, ſeeing they 
are ſtill the children of believing, parents? But it 
is evident ſpicitpal blefings come not by the fleſhly 
relation; for Iſhmael was thus related to believing 
Abraham ; but was he therefore counted for the 
ſeed, and a child of the promiſe as Iſaac was? Eſau 
was thus connected with believing Iſaac; but was 
he not hated whilſt Jacob was loved, and that ac- 
cording to God's purpoſe: of election, before either 
of them had done good or evil? If the congection 
betwixt the believer and his infants be ſpiritual, 
how comes this to be diſſolved when they grow up, 
ſo that even an Eſau or an Abſalom may appear a 
ſon of perdition.? Does a; ſpiritual connection, 
that entails ſalvation, wear out thropgh lepgth of 
ume? And when zs the preciſe time that this con- 


nection ceaſes, ang the; children ſet viſor them. 
ſelres ? net 00 Studi 57 02 
„Rat gfler all perhaps you will fn, 4 
pleading for that: iudemen- F \nkonity: wich we 
ought tq exerciſe ſowards the infants of-delievers, 
wht you. do vot pretend 40 judge their xeal tate, 
b. 1 | 
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ee e ol Gd. * ee bt 
the caſe: Fenn. 4350 dt 11:7 c 

1. The text from which you en 
ment; will admit: of no diſtimctiom ot tfis naue. It 
is a real tuth in the fight, purpoſe aut intention 
of God, thai A rh. Aigner foul}: ba ſuwad: ſo that 
if the ſctipture claſſes the ĩuſants of believers with 
the believing, they ſhall all as certainly be ſaved as: 
the ſcripture declares in, ar God ig true who, ö 
tatk.promifed it. However, we, who cannot knew | 
the hearts, may; be deecived by mens ; profetfiens ;; 
yet. God will never deceive: us by his open derlasa : 
tons which will fand tre: Whether we; believe: 
them or lat. He does not beg ont judgment of: — 
. veracity ; hut challenges ont -firmeſt; 


„gl } 721t: Cre — 


rer r — — 
_ © — " 


meu; gers upon plauſihle appearances, and neplies 
a poſſibility. af miftaka. New if God's open, dedas. 


rations, with reſpect 25 . 2 faunga- 


tion for pur judgment of then, for any, 
wing we know, we nay be miſtaken jp our judg- 
ment from theſe eee 1 7 not . 
f 628 
ee c 2 ooo 8 


is abſurd to — — that the Bae Ty: fol 
aſſurance of faith, . whilft it gives vs no other foun- 
dation fox it, that what SIE: bor . 
view. ther, vs, W& axe Ot» 
ten de 2 ee conſi- 
der bu as deter the real ſlate of infants, in 


the 
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the Ggbt; purpoſe und intention of Cod or as play- 


ing faſt and looſe with fog ver declarations of the. 
God of trutu. ::; r Net 21 T 


12E pom han n Thztthe tulp, Mga us 


to lock upon infanta in the ſame light with. their 
pants; 0 that if we were aſſurech of thelſalvotion 
of the parents, we would be equially aſſured of che 
ſalvation of their children. Laaſwer, 

4 This''is contrary to ſeripture fact. Abraham 


to be ſo j yet the ſcriptùre never injoins us to look 
upon his ſon Iſtimael in the' ſame light. Iſdac Was 
alſd a: true believer, and an heir with Abraham of 


the ame judgment upon his ſon Eſau. David was 
a man after God's own heart; yet we are obliged: 
to form another, view; oh his ſon Abſalom. ; dG: 4:08 


II it be oje cted, ren 
and * (70 
1. Boks oi Lr cwmiton in Mark's gif. 
pet warrant' ys 9 penete they Would Have been 
ſaved,” had they 4 in idfincy? Ori- does any 
other place in alt Flenptüke give, the kan hint of 
n! Are e ubt Epret Veld, that” Elan wits 
| hated, not nl bis fate ; but pekoke be was! 
born, bawing Jon neither good nor evit? 
bs 60 believe that the purp b Sc diere: 
in g to Aude wings bd, not of works, but of him 


at Call oo _ aud abuſe" are faved 
od ii: Ke ae can you ev RD, 
21 lt 10 998 — 915 dals 2 


the ſame promiſe; yet we are not allowed to paſa 
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mat their dying, or vet dying-io-iofancy, makes 
any ulteration here? 1 ted t 
3. The utmoſt that cin be pied upon thibpoint 
- is, that as ſcripture does not determine the ſtate of 
iofants dying in infancy, it is ſafeſt to err on che 
charitable ſide. Aud if chis were all ydui plead for, 
I ſhoũld not diſpute it; though; for my own part, 
I think it more * ee — to the 
judgment of God. 
Upon the whole, I dame bot obleive' 2 28 
feſt juggling in your argument from our "Lord's 
commiſſion. Firſt, you take it for granted, that 
iofants, and particularly thoſa of believers are in- 
duded in hat commiſſion, for no other reaſon, 
that I can ſee, but becauſe you would have it ſo: 
then by a wonderful kind of logic, ydu con- 
vert theſe infänts into believers; which is indeed a 
very great act of charity; : ſinc#' otherwiſe, yon tell 
us, they wauld be danineil. ) Infants being utbus 
logically converted: and ſaved, heir baptiſm muſt 
follow, for it is there connected with; believing. 
But becauſe you were : ſenſible chat: boch ſeripture 
and experience often expoſes the deceit of ſuch rea- 
ſoning. you are obliged. 10 ſoreen ꝓputſelf by the 
death of the poor infants; welkkoowing, that agithey 
cannot Expoſe; the;fallacy in-theig noa age; ſo their 
death will effectually prevent their ever doing ſo. 
Thus yon endeaveur t wrap ydurſelf in darneſs, 
and, in order to prove infant · baptiſm, abandon all 
medium of ꝓroof ei ther pra or can.. Thoſe children 
at „—— and appear unbeliev- 


ers, 
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: #is;/FayqSoteinothipg to domeith, -for two reaſons; 
firſt, becauſe they did not die in inſahey; and ſe- 
:chadly;: beeanſe;afult children are, not infants, as 
on inſerm ua aſterwards, But all theſe little 
oc Nacur fritks - are eaſily detected, and ſerve 
etly ea ſtew the weaknaſs:of your cane. 
hee heentheiongdr onithis/point;-as Std your 
dernier reſortꝭ iter pout fy for refuge upon 
every pinching occaſion ; it may Þbe.called your 
Famzrite degth, Lorrie roma demo oy 1 ron 
eontroverſy. Oi een 
Befove 1 xonthide: ahis FRO weak We 
bertoaſy to codſitier, That iab we aten warrant 
tom ſcripture to deckun paraicular! infants with 
the bebe iin or / the pabelievingr, and ſo to deter- 
their patents; ſo die ſtripture ais very expreſs, 
chat Cod, rfromali>ettroity;: dai defied: pme to 
eder hſhng he; und Anis dnongßᷓli, fur us to/know 
' aha ale act ddl min Kleatien, whether the) 
We yd ung br vidy have belirridg or vabelicoing pa · 
vreiſts z be chapAded liter) ur watzaptizeds Bal. 
ven is of ſobereigu fer grace and takes place 
2ndt{vicebrdiny to u age, f or conorAions 
(infe'f Bub uetatding ace e Men io /Obril 
before the world: wegan, wid the purgete of him 
ho Worker alb thidfy after the counifel of bis own 
00/7" Thius inte cr Of EIN auth Jaced; Ml 
iron being abt yibt' ben, nnr having dne any 
 1gvaiion vii, That. ve pp God ul ali. 
"Hon wiight lard, nor guudrtu, burt hm v ballert, 
225 i 
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it was faid, The elder foall ſetve the younger. As it 
is written,. Jacob have I loved, but Eſau have I hats 
ed. What ſhall we ſay then? Is there unrighteouſneſs 
with Cad? Far be it. For he ſaith to Moſes, I ui! 
have mercy- on whom I will have mercy, and I 
will have compaſſion on whom I will have compaſſion. 
So then, it is not of him that willeth, nor of dim that 
runneth, but of God that ſheweth mercy, Rom. ix. 
11,—16, Thus it appears inconſiſtent with 
the - ſovereignty and freedom of divide grace, to 
hinge the ſalvation of infants upon their connection 
with believing parents; as, on the other band, to 
ſuppoſe a neceſſity for the children of infidels their 
being adults before they are capable fubjects of it. 
and it is no leſs inconſiſtent with this rich grace to 
ſuppoſe, that any of its objects will ever fall away. 
With great propriety then may the Chriſtian Wo ; 

Magnificent free Grate, arife, - 
* Outſhine the thoughts of fallow man; An 
_ * Soyreign, preventing, all ſurpriſe 7 75 
To him that neither will'd nor ran: 
« Grand as the boſom whence thou flow'd, £ 
© Kind as the heart that gave thee vent, f 1 | 
. {Rich as the Gift that. Gog beſtow d, ; 
Ws And lovely like the bein he _— 
Know, then, on no. precarious ground © 
Stands this rich grace and life 1 to men; 
For life now reigns in God's dear Son,) 
-< 21 us, by; divine juſtice ſkin, ” 3 
Jes nad ann; - Chriffian Songs, | p. 85 73. 10 
SECS your, SG. 1 8 
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1 x. 


7 OUR next — for Infant/baptiſea 3 is 
drawn from the apoſtles' baptizing believers 
ond their houſes, and runs thus; 

The apoſtles, in executing their commiſſion, 
_ © preached falvation in e ta a man and his 
2 houſe, '——- . 

Anf. T hey did 5 for S ud vnto 
Pater, We are ALL lere preſent before God, to hear 
all things that are commanded thee of Cad. Acts x. 
33. ſo Peter e wing! in Chriſt to them 


#308 AA23% 


word wa Lird, = to ALL that were. in his 
houſe. And they could do no leſs; for they had a 
commiſſion to preach the goſpel 1 to every creature, 
Thus far then we agree. 8 

— And, according to this preaching, be that 
© believed on Chriſt for his own ſalvation, believed 
on him alſo for the ſalvation of his houſe ; for fo 
his belief apſwered to that which was Preach 
N ed. — 
1 Here is appropriation with a wickets ! wi tever 
imptoprieties the popular. preachers are * 


— / /// ava ac. 


* 


in ther calls'to the appropriating act of faith, they * 
never, that I could learn; extended the ſaving be- 
nefit thetesf beyond the perſon's ſelf; but, accord- 
ing to yo, a man is not only warranted to ap- 
propriate ſalvation to himſelf, but alſo to his whole 
houſe, If we. look into the ſubject of the apoſtles? - 
preaching, we \ſhall ad, that it did not reſpect 
any particular man's perſon or houſe; but was a - 
declaration of the free grace of God to ſinners, 
through the merits, atonement and reſurrection of 
his Son Jeſus Chriſt ;} and that whoſoever believed 
this ſhould be ſaved: but it was no part of their 
preaching, that a believer's houſe would be ſaved 
upon his faith without believing themſelves; and 
therefore, ſuch a belief was not required of any, 
nor cbuld it any _ nern chat which was 
preached , 2 n © 

You endeavour to ned) tha: bs Avia 
preached falvaticon to a man's honſe-if he alons be- 
lieyed, from the following ſcriptures ;———who /oall. 
tell thee werds-whereby thou and all thy hauſe ſhall be 
ſaved, Acts xi. 14. Believe on the Lord Feſus Chriſt, 
and thou ſhalt be ſaved and thy honſe; Acts xvi. 3t. 
Here you cull out broken* and detach'd ſentences 
in order to avoid the connection, and then perch 
upon the ſound of the words inſtead of the ſenſe. 
But it happens very unluckily for your purpoſe, 
that we are expreſly told theſe houſes ee 5 
themſelves as well as their owners 


The firſt paſſage relates to. Cornelius 88 5 
. whom we ate told, that he was 
411 D 2 one 


5 
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one that feared God with AL L is. houſe. Acts x. 
2. He and A L L. bis were preſent to hear Peter's 
ſermon, (ver. 33) in which there was not the leaſt 
intimation, that his houſe would be ſaved upon 
hit believing; but the apoſile having ſet before 
them Chriſt's life, death and reſurtection, he con- 


cludes thus; 7 him: gaue all the prophets: wwitne/1, 
that through hit name, whefoever believetbh on bim, 


ball receive remiſſion of fins- der. 43. Then it fol- 
lows ; W#hile Peter yet ſpake theſe words, the | Holy 
Gheft fell en ALL them that heard the word, ver. 44. 
Now, what-can we gather from: this, ' but that re- 
miſſion of ſins is granted to all that''bekeve; and 
ed the Holy Ghoſt as well at himfelf ? Aud was 
not this the exact accompliſhment of what the an- 
gel had ſaid to Cornelius concerning the words 
whereby he and all his houſe ſhould be ſaved? 
The other paſſage relates to the jaylor and his 
Houſe, In anſwer to the queſtion, h muft 7 do 
to be Javed? it is faid, Behebe om the Lord Foſs 
Chriſt, and thou ſbalt be ſaved, and thy houſe, Acts 
Xvi. 31. This by no means implics, that the jay- 
lor's faith would ſave his houſe, or that be was 
commanded to believe for the falvation of his houſe 
as well as for his own; but oßly, that his houſe 
would de ſaved, us well as he; believing on Ohriſt: 
and this ſenſe is clearly aſcertained by the event; 
for they ſpake unto him the word of the Lord, and to 
all that were in'his houſe, ver. 32. But why ta ALL 
that were in his houſe; if be could fave bowl 


222 = 
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in abeir lea That all dis houſe, 38; well as bim- 
elt. under ſtood and believed the word which wag 
preached to them, is clear from ver. ee 
meat before them, and rejoiced, believing in-God-with 
A LL: his houſe. Thus ve ſee bow the jajles and 
bis houſe were ſayed.- But you proceed; 

Aud it is no leſs evident that they b tens 


ed the believer and his houſe : Thus Paul fays, 
© x Cor. i. 16. And I baptized alſo the hau 


of 
* Stephanas, And it is ſaid of Lydia, Acts xvi. 1 3 
And when ſhe was baptized and her hauſe ; and o 
* the ler, r. 33. 4 was Ware be alc 
« bis... 11 
It is indeed. no els nba that theſe 3 you 

inſtance were baptized, than it is that they beheved. 
But the point to be proven is, whether infants or 
others in theſe houſes were baptized upon the faith - 
of ihe parent. Unleſs. you can make this appear, 
the baptiſm of theſe houſes nee for war 
pur poſe. Ce. ff 2 
The baptiſm. of vt houſhold of ——_— wil 
not prove this; for the apoſtle gives the following 
account of that houſheld, I beſtechiyan, 1) brethren; 

{ye know the houſe of Stefhanas, iat it is the fin- 
Fruits \of \Achaia, and that they have addifial them- 
ſelves to tbe miniflr pf " the ſaints.) that ye: fubmit 
yourſelves | unto fuch, and to every one dhat-chelpetly 
with us and labourot b. 1 Cor. vi. 15, 16. Here 
it is evident they were adults, ſince otherwiſe they 
eould not miniſtet to: the ſaints; or Help. and labour 
bn ee 8 further manifeſted by 
231131 D 3 their 
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their being 'the ſirſt · fruits of Achaia, concerning 
Lich we! read, Land many of the: Corinthians 
, beliebed and were baptized.” Acts xviii. 8. 
Theſe chree words expreſs. the beautiful order 
which the apoſtles obſerved ja executing their 
commiſſion :; Mey firſt * preached; and when thoſe = 
whisheard; er en 11 not . 
N Abr nod eig Mad 211 
The baptiſm of the kouſhold of Lydia wakes 
nothing at all for your purpoſe, unleſs you can 
make! it appear ſhe had infants, and that they were 

Daptized upon ber believing; but this, 1 imagine, 
| you will not undertake; nor will the ſcripture ac- 
count of her and her houſe admit this ſappoſition ; 
ills certain woman, named Lydia, a ſeller of pur- 
ple, of the city of Thyatira, which- worſhipped God, 
heurd us ;* Whoſe heart the Lord opened; that ſhe at- 
rended- unto the things aubich were ſpoken & Paul, 
Aud whets b was lf and her: houſe, &c. Acts 
Xvi. 14, 15, From hence it would appear, either 
that ſne never was. married, or that her _ huſband 
Was then dead; for ſhe ſeems to be chief manager 
an the buſimeſs of ſelling purple; beſides, it is nat 
uſual in ſcrĩpture to denominate a houſnheld by the 
_ -wife, whilſt ſhe ; clothed with à huſband : N is 
moſt natural then to think ſhe had no. iofant · chil- 
.dren to be baptized. But making the ſuppoſition 
of ber having a huſband, and children that were in- 
fants, (which cannot be proven) is it: to be imagin- 
ed, ſhe wopld bring Aheſe infants. along with her 

all the; a at the place: uf her 

reſidence, 


3 ?3m 
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refidetice, to Philippi in Macedonia, where he ap- 
peard to have come witch deſign of ſelling her pur- 
ple? In ver. 40. it is ſaid, And the (via. Paul 
and Silas) went cut of the priſin, and entered into the 
houſe of Lydia; and when they hats ſeen the brethren, 
they comforted them and departs. No as we read 
of no brethren in that city, but -the: hbuſtiolds of 
Lydia and of the jaytor; fo their being comforted of 


Paul and Silas, ſhews them to de adults and not 
infants; * 


Nor will the baprifi of the jaytor's houſe _ 
your plea; for as i is faid; that, believing on the 
Lord Jeſus Chit, he and all his-houfe ſhould be 
faved ; and that he and all Bis were baptized; fo 
likewiſe we are told, that they ſpake unto him the 
eh Lord, and to ALL that were in his 

prior to their baptiſin ; and that he reiced, 
believing in God with ALL his houſe. ver. 32, 34. 
Now, Sir, can you tell me why the word AL. L. 


may not be as'comprebenfive in the latter as in the 


former? If the jaylor had any infants, they are 
either exeluded from the ALL that were baptized, 


elſe they muſi be included in the ALL that heard 


the word, diebe and uit; which aft, Taser, 
no rational man will affirm. 75 


X Here I would aſk, What do you mean by a-be- 


 Hever's houſe ?' Is it made vp of infants, or of adults, 


or of both? If it includes both, then a believer's 
vife and adult children are faved by bis faith, and 


fo may de baptkzedg upon this footing, as weff as 
e If you ſay, it inchudes' anly infants, 


"oo 
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upon what ſcripture do you ground this diffinc- 
tion? Did not Abraham's houſe include adults as 
well as infants; ſervants as well as ſons; thoſe 
bought with his money, as well as thoſe ſprung 
from his body? And was not circumciſion expreſly 
injoin d, and aftually adminiſtered. to them. all ? 
Gen; xvii. 12, 13, 24, 25, 26, 27. Does not the 
apoſtle term theſe adult perſons who miniſtered to 
the ſaints, the houſe of Stephanas? Who would 
ever imagine, that the ſaints of Ceſar's hor/bold, 
who ſent their ſalutations to the church at Coloſſe, 
were only a nurſery of ſucklings? Col. iv. 22. Let 
this muſt be ſuppoſed, if your argument have any 
conſiſtency ; elſe it will follow, that adults as well 


as infants ; infidels as well as believers; wife as 
well as children; ſervants as well as ſons, muſt 


every one of them be baptized upon the ſingle pro- 
feſlion of the Parent or maſter z for-they are all in- 
cluded in the ſcripture uſe of the word houſtold. - 

You conclude; your firſt ſection by ſaying, -* 1 
ve deny ſcripture example for baptizing of in- 
a fants, we muſt firſt deny there were any infants 
41 in theſe baptized houſes. And as we can plead 
no foundation in ſcripture for that, it is tgo- bold 
* to ſay, that there is 0 ſcripture apple for der 
+ baptizing infants. E "OR 

, Whether, from what has been, ſaid: Sh it — 
pears moſt agreeable to the ſcope of theſe ſcriptures, 
to fay there were, or were get infants in theſe bap- 
tized houſes, 1 leave you to conſider at your leiſure: 
but if ever you, ſnould attempt to prove * 
Wo 8 _ infants 
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infants in theſe houſes, (which it concerns you 
much to do) I hope you. wil 


guard. againſt all fu- 
ture objections, by proving they alſo believed and - 
were baptized. Meantime, I deſpair of either of 
theſe being done in a hurry, and therefore ſtill af- 
firm with boldneſs, that there is no ſcripture ex - 


ample for baptizing infants. I am, 


41 
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SIR, 


1 No proceed to conſider your ſecond ſection, 
which ſhews, that infants muſt partake bap- 
tifm from their having part in the promiſe of the 
Holy Gheft unto which Chriſtians are baptized; and 


proceeds thus ; 


« We ſee in the very firſt call to thoſe in Jeraſa 
© Jem to repent and be baptized in the name of the 
© Lord Jeſus Chriſt for the remiſſion of - fins, the 
* promiſe of the Holy Ghoſt, unto which they were 
© baptized, was to them and to their children; 
© even them who had ſaid, His blood be on us, and on 
© our children. Peter ſaid to them, Acts ii. 38, 39. 

* Regent: and be baptized every ene of you fn the name 
«of Fefus Griſt, for the remiſſion of fins, and ye 
* ſball receive the gift of the. Holy Ghoſt. For the 
* promiſe is unto you (who are preſently called,) and 


o your children (who are connected with you in 


* the condemnation,) and (in like manner as to you 
and your children, ſo alſo) to all that are afar of, 
© even as many as the Lord our God ſball call. For 
© as that promiſe of the Holy Ghoſt was to as many 


eas the Lord then called in Jeruſalem, and to their 


* children ; ſo it muſt be to as many as the Lord 
74 5 calls 
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1 © calls afar off from thence, and to their children. 
— * Now if they who repent be baptized unto the pro- 
5 * miſe of the Holy Ghoſt, Acts xix. 2, 3. and if 
— * that promiſe unto which they are baptized, be 
my to their children as well as unto them; then cer- 
me * tainly baptiſm, as far as it is connected with that 
ts « promiſe, mul} belong to their children = well as 

*to 1 g a 

| It would be a ſufficient Anker to all this 958 
| that this promiſe of the Holy Ghoſt was made to 
their children juſt as it was made to themſelves, viz. 
to as many of them as ſhould repent and be called 
ef the Lord; for to ſuch the apoſtle reſtricts the 
promiſe. | However, 1 Tall conſider more e parti: 
cularly, 

1. The ptomiſe helf. 2. To whom it was | 
wade, 

1. The promiſe which Peter had particularly in in 
9 is chat in Joel ii, 28, 29, 30, 31, 32. 4 
it ſhall came to paſe afterward 33 
Spirit upen all. fleſh, and your fons and your daughters 
ſhall propheſy ; your ol men ſhall dream dreams, + 
your yaung men ſhall ſee viſions ;_ and alſo upon, the 
ſervants; aud upon. the handrhaic , in thoſe days will T 
four out my Spirit. Aud will ſbew wonders in the ” 
2 and in the earth, bleed and fire and pillars of 

the ſun Wall be turned into darkneſs, and the 

nnen 71 Bund, before the great and terrible day of the 
Lord cane: And it. ſhall come to paſs that wheſeever 
ſhall call an the name of che Lord ſball be: delivered; 
for in mount Zion and in Jeruſalem Hall be deliver- 
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hee, ur the Lord hath Kl and rhe reniant when 
1 1 ee T4502 i don 

This prophecy ot promiſe may be ronliiered 
either, "vhs 

WY ta Io a literal limited ſenſe ; or, 4. 10 a more 
general and extended ſenſe. _ | 

x. In its literal and limited” EY it is an Old 
Teſtament promiſe of the Spirit, which was fulfil- | 
led in the apoſtolic age ; as is evident from the mi- 
raculous — which were to attend if, ſuch: as 


4 

| 

( 
wiſe to take — before the great and terrible xi J 
of the Lord came in the deſtruction of the Jewiſh 


church and ſtate, foretold by our Lord, Matth. I 
xxiv. Mark xiii. and Luke xxi, Tea, the apoſtle 9 
expreſly applies it to that extraordinary effuſion of t 
the Spirit which began on the day of Pentecoſt, p 
Th is thit-which-was polen by the prophet” ue, b 
Acts ii. 16, and then cites the paſſage. Teu may p 
likewiſe ſee how it is applied in The" Ti f 1 
the King of Martyrs, p. 57. neut the fort. Ml »: 
Peter in bis ſermon proceeds to ſhew; in what tl 
mmanher that Promiſe Pele came to be dccbwplimh- be 
ver. 22.—37· 'VIZ, That God having dale Pe 

that ſame Jeſus whom they had crucified (according ly 
as it was foretold. by David in the ſixteenth Palm,) Wl dc 
and being by the ri bt-band' of God exalted, "and Ml w 
| having received: of e Father the promiſe.” of: the ell 
Spirit he had ſhed N that whiſch they | they few BY th 


HT heard, * Nba nt nth 7 46. n oh 
* 7 EV: 4 
Now 
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Now: theſe gifts of the Spirit, which were then 
ſcen and heard by the multitude, were miraculous - 
and extraordinary, and behoved to ceaſe when they 
had reached their end, 1 Cor. xiii; 8. And as the 
promiſe; in this ſenſe, will not apply to infants; ſo 
the apdſtle could mean no more by the words 5 : 
children, than what the promiſe itſelf plainly ex- 
pteſſes, viz. your fons and your daughters ſhall pro» 
be, Kc. Nor is it clear, that the apoſtle applies 
this promiſe to any other than the Jews and their 
children; for he had not as yet learned, that the 
gentiles ſhould receive _ Tags : of the Ti thre 
faith, But, 1 


9 We may conſider this only of the Spirit 3 


in a mere general and extended ſenſe, viz. That 
gift of the Spirit which is abſolutely neceſſary for 
the regeneration and ſanctification of all the peo- 
ple of God in all ages of the world, and which i iy 
beſtowed upon all that are Chriſt's, Rom. viii. 9. 
But how will it · apply, in this ſenſe, to all the 25 
tural ſeed of believers ? That elect infants may 
receive the Spirit, I make no doubt; but that all 
the natural ſeed of believers obtain this, is mani- 
teſtly. falſe, and contrary both to ſeriptore and ex- 
perience. Even thoſe infants whs receive the Ho- 
ly. Ghoſt cannot be diſtinguiſhed from theſe who 
do not, and ſo cannot be the ſubjects of baptiſm, 
which does not belong to them immediately as 
elect, or às having the Spirit, but as OM... 
this in che profeſſion. of their ihk 


D Ghoſt be made wn 
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the children of believers, then it will either be ac- 
- compliſhed, or not. If it 'be not accompliſhed, 
how can we reconcife this with the character of 
- God; as # God of truth and faithfulneſs with whom 
ii is impoſſible to lie? If this promiſe be actually 
- made good, then none of believing Abraham's po- 
ſterity could ever have been rejected; for as he 
had the Spirit himſeif, ſo all his natural children, 
yea, his children's children to the lateſt poſterity, 
muſt alſo. have the Spirit, otherwiſe the promiſe 
would fail whenever the ſucceſſion of this' gift was 
| Interrupted. - But the New - Teſtament demon- 
ſtrates that the greater part of Abraham's natural 
ſeed were deſtitute of the Spirit and rejected, whilſt 
at the ſame time it ſhe ws, that God's word mw 
miſe to Abraham has taken effect, Rom, ix. 6 
Experience alſo, ſhews us that the giſt of the Spirit | 
is not hereditary under the New Teſtament, and 
that many godly parents have wicked children, 
which- could never be the caſe had God engaged 
himſelf by promiſe to give them his Holy Spirit. 
Tou yourſelf own f, that the children * may yet be 
= really irregenerate, aud when adult appear to be 
ſo;' and that if the children become adult, not 
0 adhering to the baptiſmal profeſſion, they have 
no more the character of holy *,” - - Now certain- 
1y.you will not affirm; that i regenerate ans; * 
ly perſuns have the Spirit. 95 | 
If it ſhould be ſaid; that * Wendt is condi 
. onal, and ſo may eee, de ſuſpended till the con- 
a Sion be mene then ĩt * follow, that no 
| 2 2 infant 
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EE 
infants can have the Spirit, for they cannot perform 
the condition, and (ſuppoſing the doctrine of fre- 


d, will) perbaps neyer will even in their adult Nate, 
of But how, upon this plan, could the apoſtle affirm, 
* Tbat the promiſe is of grace, that it might be re 
0 to all the ſeed ? Rom. iv. 16. 

* To affirm then, That this promiſe belongs to all 

» the natural ſeed of believers, or to any of them as 
* uch, is the ſame as to affirm, That all of them have 

: ſs the Spirit, which is contrary both to ſcripture and 
as experience; or that 'God fails in per forming his 
* promiſe, which is blaſphemy ; or that the promiſe 
wr is conditional, and then infants, whilſt ſuch, can 
1ſt have no intereſt in it, nor would it oy be we 148 
1 ven to adult. 

6. eee that ve alder to whom this 
* promiſe was made. 

md Nothing can be me Bon the rext, than chat 
en, the apoſtle reſtricts the promiſe of the Holy Ghoſt 
ped to as many (of the Jews at Jeruſalem, and of their 
it. children, aud of, zbem that are afar off) .as the 

t be Lord ſhall call. That is, to as many as the Lord 
be ſhall call effectually: for thoſe whom he calls ac- 
not cording to his purpoſe, he alfo juſtifies and glori- 
ave ies, Rom. viii. 30. Thoſe whom he calls of Jews 
ain- and gentiles, are termed the-veſſels of mercy,” which 
o- „teen unto glory. Rom. ix. 23, 24. | 
n such as conſidered the goſpel promiſe made to 
diti- | Abraham 28 belonging to all his natural ſced, could 
con- not but be ſtumbled at the rejection of the Jews, 


no a word of God had taken none effect: but 
ants e the 


4 nr 


the apoſtle ſolves the whole difficolty, by diſtin- 
guiſhing Abraham's feed. into the children of the fe/h, 
and the children of God, or the children of the pro- 
miſe, who are counted fer the feed, Rom. ix. 8, 
This diſtinction he further illuſtrates in his epiſtle 
to the Galatians, under the notion of the children 
of the bond-woman and the children of the free; the 


former, as Iſhmael was, are born after the fleſh ; the 


latter, as Iſaac was, are by promiſe, Gal. iv. 22, 23, 
| 28, 31. Now the goſpel promiſes were not made to 


the fleſhly ſeed of Abraham, as ſuch, but only 


to the ſpiritual ſeed choſen in Chriſt; and they 


being Chriſt's, are. alſo Abraham's ſeed, heirs ac- - 


cording to the promiſe, —blefſed with faithful Abra- 
ham,. and receive the promiſe of the Spirit through 
Faith. Gal. iii. 9, 14, 16, 29. As the promiſe only 
reſpected the ſpiritual ſeed; fo to them it is folly 
accompliſhed in every jota, and to none elſe, be they 
children of whom they may; for natural genera- 
tion gives no title here. But you proceed, 
Though the children could not in themſelves 
« know any thing of repentance or remiſſion at the 
© time of their baptiſm, as did their parents; yet 
0 they were eyen then as capable as they of the re- 
- © newing of the Holy. Ghoſt and ſaving change 
from which repentance flows; and as capable as 
they of juſtification by remiſſion, and by the im- 
« putation of righteouſneſs without works, Gc. 
Anſw. If the children cannot in themſelves know 
any thing of repentance or remiſſion at the time of 
their. baptiſm, chen, according to the * 
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they are not capable of baptiſm ; for the apoſile 
Peter tells us, that the anſiuer (or ſtipulation) gf 4 
good conſcience towards Cd is neceſſary to bapiilmy, 
1 Pet, ii. 21, But how children can have the/an- 
ſwer of & good conſciepce in baptiſm, "without 
knowing any , thing, of dere or remiſſion you 
would do well to. inform, 9s. WO ION} 

That children bot da eng ofthe 
Holy Ghoſt, juſtification, Ge. I make no doubt: 
God both can and will ſanQify all his ele; Whe- 
ther infants or adults. But what is this to the pur- 
poſe? The queſtion is not whether infants are ca- 
pable of theſe things; but whether are all the na- 
tural children of believers. actually juſtified and 
ſanctiſied? Do they appear to be fo. ether from 
ſcripture or experience? , Unleſs you can make this 
appear, their capability is no argument at all upon 
which 10 found their baptiſm, After: all, ate they 
more capable of theſe things than the children of 
children unto Abreham, though. the natural branches 
ſhould; be broken off? The ſovereignty. of Ge 


- ſhines ſonth in having mercy: upon whom he will | 


have mercy, without regard to any advantages of 
natural, birth: and this is plainly. exemplified in 
the rejection of a great part of the natural feed of 
believing Abrabam, and chuſing from. among the 
gentiles a people fox his name. S0. that it is but a 
rain, plea for: bapliſm, ue fang a believer to our Fa. 
Pers Mitel 9 * if Abraham ee not. ſave ha 
e LOW $6 = 8 te „ houſe | 
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-houſe by his extraordinary faith, ben leſs can 
Wb. +19 believer, who never EE his Pablic 
character as father of the faithful. © 
Upon the Whole, the apoſtle Peter, io order to 
encourage the convicted Jews'to repent and be bap- 
tied in the name of Jeſus Chriſt, gives them to 
underſtand, that rotwithftadding all they had 
_ . done, in rejectiag and crueifying the Meſſiah, 
God was ſtill waiting to be gracious unto them, 
dy granting them the remiſſion of their fins,” and 
the gift of his promiſed Spirit. And as it could 
not but cut them in their hearts, that they had not 
only perpetrated this dreadful action with their 
own wicked hands, but alſo wiſh'd his blood upon 
their children, the apoſtle: further aſſures them, 
that the promiſe in Joel reſpected their children 
(or SONS and DAUGHTERS) as well as 
themſelves; even ſuch of them as ſhould repent 
and call upon the name of the Lord, "inaſmuch 
as it is promiſed, that whoſoever ball call en the 
name of the Lord ſball be delivered: for in mount 
Zion and in Jeruſalem ſhall be deliverance as the Lord 
| bath ſaid; nor is this delirerance confin'd to thoſe 
in Jeruſalem; but extends likewiſe to all that are 
afar of. even the remnant whom the Lord Joel ul, 
Joel ii. 32. compared with Acts ii. 21, 39. 
This promiſe was accompliſhed in the firſt place 
to ihe Jews, as it is ſaid, Unto you firfl God having 
| raiſed up his Son Tefus, fent him to bleſs you in' turn- 
ing away- every ons of you from his iniquities.” From 
| which it appears, that their children as well as 
them: 


parents faith, ſo as thence. to iofer their baptiſia; is 
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. themſelves behoved to be turned from their ini 


quities, in as far as the promiſe or . bleſſing — 
place upon them. | 

It may be furthet noticed, that dhis promiſe, as | 
it reſpected the children, had no dependance on, 
or connection with the faith of the parents, any 
more than the promiſe of Canaan to the fi ing 


generation had, a dependanee on the faith of their 


fathers : who died, i in. the. wilderneſs.) So that the 


infidelit of parents could not make, this promiſe of 
none ect to the children whom: the Lord ſhould 


But how any omfon can Aae abu a piritu- 5 
al prom̃iſe belongs to infants on account of their 


indeed very ſtrange, and as foreigu to che ſcope. of 
the apoſtle in quoting the promiſe, as it is to ma 
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1 . bee the third — of 
your ' Diſſertation, wherein you endeavour to 
Ghar — argument from 1 Cor. vii. 14. For the un- 
| believing huſtand is fanigfied by the wife, and the 
unbelieving wife is ſanctiſied by the huſband : *. were 
your eee. unelean ; but now are they bely. © 
© Theſe words (you ſay) ſerve to ſhew, that the 
© lune of ene believing parent are members of 
* Chriſt's church for which he gave * himſelf, 
* that he might fanckity and cleanſe it with the 
_ © waſhing of water by the word, which is the only 
church whereof they can be members; and that 


* 2 * oy 4 33 * Te. , 
3 " X Y 7 


ſigniſies admiſſion and entrance into iti. 
Then you anticipate an objection, vis. T hat 8s 
| the children are fad to be holy, fo the unbelieving 


parity of reaſon, is alſo a member of Chrift's chprch. 


(for inſtance) is ſanctified, not to herſelf, but to, or 

in her huſband, for the ſake of the children that 

they * be rel And a lle below you tell us, 
When 


- 


therefore they muſt partake of the waſhing of 
water which belongs to that holy church, and 


party is ſail to be fanctified by the other, and, by | 


To which you anſwer, that the unbelieving wife 
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When Tal after the fleſh married ſlrange 

« wives, it behoved theſe to be put away; and Hke- 

« wife the children begot upon them by Ifraclites 


* were to be put away; as not being members of 
the commonwealth of Iſrael, or as not being a 


| © holy ſeed; or fred of God, but unclean as other 


* ocritiles then were. But, ſays the apoſtle,” it is 
not ſo in the New: Teſtament church; for its 
members being join'd to aliens in marriage, are 
not to be ſeparated from them, who are ſanctifl - 
« to their ufe in that ſtate; ſo that their children, 
© begot with ſuch aliens, ate now to be accounted 
' holy, as well as the children begot by both be- 
©lieving parents; and are to be acknowledged as 
well as they, to be theſe little children whom the 
Lord declares to belong to his mene in * 

« ſtinction from the world. 


Thus you have clear'd the auen Fro this 53 


text; but I am afraid that, in fo dbing, you have 
thrown duſt upon other points of pe W 
than infant - baptiſm. As, 

1. If the New Teſtament require only one N 5 
rent to oonHtute the children members of LT 
true church, whilft the Old Teſtatent requ 
both parents to conſtitute them ente of of 5 
earthly typical chureh; then it follows, that carnal 
generation is now more effe@tual to produce a true 
holy ſeed, than it was formerly to produce a 95. 
cal holy ſeed. © © 1. 

2. If all the idfacts of believing parents ate 


© thoſe little children whom the Lord declares to 


belong 
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-* belong 10 his kingdow in diſtinRtion from the 


* world ;” then it plainly follows, that the earthh 
-birth; or that birth after the fleſh, ayaileth as much 
for the enjoyment of the privileges of the heaven 
-ly kingdom, as it did formerly far the enjoyment 
of the privileges of the earthly kingdom, - 
In your Teftimeny of "the King : of Martyrs + 
110 clear this doctrine in a quite different way, 
Where you ſay, The earthly birth, or that birth 
after the fleſh, availed- much in the ſtate of the 
1 church erected at Sinai, as to the enjoyment of 
* [the privileges of it. But now our Lord ſays to 
A ' Exdept-a'rian be horn ugain (or born 
from above) he cannot fee' the kingdom of God; 
and Gal. iv. 26. Jeruſalem which is above, 1 08 
1 vhych. is the mother of us. all 
How you can free yourſelf 1 ben felf-onteadic 
Bun here, i cannot conceive; for unleſs you main- 
tain that every one that is born of. believing pa- 


rents, is Iicewiſe born from above, the contradic 


tion is Nill glaring. oF if von thould endeavour 


yixt the view we Would have, of theſe infants, i 
the judgment of charity, and what they. may be 


_ "really in themſelves,. I have anſwered this ridicy- 


lous quibble already; and ſhall only add, That 1 the 
Bag of infants is different from that of adults, as 

o the judgment of charity we qught. to form of 
4 Adults may impoſe upon us by a plauſible 
Profeſſion and. walk, ps as al _ POE: the 
2 4a: i td aft fro a1 $83; ar 
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the Pentz we muſt eſteem theſe brethren that have the 
ily I apparent characters of ſuch; but if we be deceiv- 
ach ed in infants; they can hive no hand in this decep- | 
en Il tion, and conſequently it muſt land upon the rule 


that directs our judgment of them: and I am ra- 
ther inclined to father ſuch a rule upon you chan 
11 upon the ſcriptures of truth, as I am ſure 


5 c The faithful true witneſs will never deceive. WM 
the 3. If all the infants of believers are © members 


t of + Chriſt's church for which be gave himſelf, 
s to that he might ſanctify and cleanſe it with the 
born waſhing of water, by the ward ;* then they ſhall 
gad; all certainly be ſaved; for as the church you men- 
free, | tion is the fame with the general aſſembly and 
: church of the firſt· born which are written in hes- 
c. ven, Heb. xii. 23. and as Chriſt gave himſelf for 
_ this church; ſo none of its members. cat Frer pe- 
riſh or be plucked out of Chriſt's hands. | 
4. But if * thoſe little children whom ihe Lord, 
* declares to belong to. his kingdom, in diſtinction 
© from the world,” fall away in their adult ſtate, 
'33 you ſuppoſe ſome of them may $, then a per · 
ſon may be a real member of Chriſt, or A while, 
and afterwards: 2 child of the devil; ; cnroffed in 
heaven is the former part of his ng and, in the 
latter part of it, blotted out of the bock of life. 
And if any one of theſe periſh, for whom Chriſt 
gave himſelf, why may not all of them? Upon this 
ſcheme, what ground has any, to. hope that all o: 
ther bleihage, . be e . of 
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the gift of Griſt. ?.: Was the apoſtle really out of 
his logic when he argues, He that ſpared not his 
eaun Son, but: delivered him up for us all, how ſhall 
he not with lim allo freely. give us all things be 
ſhall ſeparate us from the love of Ghrift ? If the peo - 

ple of God muſt not. look upon the gift of God as 
eternal life thro Zeſus Chriſt what foundation is 
leſt for their hope, unleſs it be a conceit of ſome- 


thing diſtinguiſhing about themſelves (the work 


and labour of love, if you pleaſe) and after al, 
who can truſt his own heart? | 

It might likewiſe be ſhewn how this 7 mi 

litates againſt the doctrine of election, effectual 
calling, the ſtability of the covenant, and the faith · 
fulneſs of God. And tho' I am far from thinking 
you intended any ſuch, thing; yet, upon reflec- 
tion, you might eaſily ee, that the ſhifts you are 
put to in ſupport of infant baptiſm throw the 
Whole fabric of redem tion into Fan and con- 
fuſion. 

Muſt we then. part with all theſe rich, ſweet 
and refręſhing e to make way for infant · bap- 
tiſm ? Muſt wr give up with plain ſeripture truths, 
to make rom for dubions conſequences drawn 

from ndelined phraſes,? Sad exchange indeed ! 

I I ſhall now conſider the ſcope of 1 Cor. vii. 14. 


It is evident from the firſt verſe of this chapter, 
that the Corinthians had written'to the apoſtle for 
a reſolution of ſome doubtful caſes, amongſt-which, 
by a * anſwer, this ſeems to have been 
one, 


4 
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of one, viz, Whether it was lawful for a believer, 


*. join'd in marriage with an unbeliever, to continue 
ball ja that relation ? Whether this doubt aroſe from a 
ho miſtaken regard to Moſes' law, Deut. vii. 3. and 
TY the example in Ezra, chap. x. or from what he 
22 had written to them before, 1 Cor. v. 9, 10. is not 
DH material to know. However, the apoſtle decides 
* the matter thus, F any brother hath a wife that be- 
nl lieveth not, and ſbe be pleaſed to dwell with him, let 


F him not put her away And the woman which hath 
thay an huſband that believeth not, and if he be plecſ- 
ed to dwell with her, let her not leave him. Thus 
the matter ſtands determined by the apoſtle; to 
f which he adds the following reaſon; For the unbe- 
üth leving huſband is ſanctiſied by the wife, and the un- 
king believing wife is ſanctiſied by the huſband : elſe were 
Hlec- yur children unclean; but now are they holy, Ver. 12, 
„3.4. 

Two things offer themſelves here to be conſi- 
con dered. 


1. The ſanflification of the unbelicving party. 


2. The holineſs of the children in conſequence 
thcreof, 


By the andi M cation of the uabeliering party cau- 
not be meant internal ſanctiſication, or renovation 
of mind; for as the heart can only be purified by 
faith, the perſon, in that caſe, would be no longer 
an unbelicucr. Neither can we underſtand it of 
typical vr ceremonial ſantlificatian ; for this belong · 
ed only to the fiſt covenant, which was then made 
old, _There 1 remain only two ſcales 1 in which this 

'P ſazcti- 
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+ 1 or weed 28 an 
inftrument of propagating a holy ſeed. | 

2. Matrimonial ſaniftification, A the one 
is enjoyed as a chaſte 'yoke-fellow by the other, 
without fornication or uncleanneſs. 


"The former of . thele ſenſes you bold, f in which 
you follow Mr. Tuomas Goop win; but that 
ſenſe will not at all anſwer the apoſtle's purpoſe, 
which was to perſuade the believing Corinthians to 
abide in their marriage e wh unbelievers, 
Tor, 

4 1. If the wa wiſe (for inſtance) were 
* barren, then ſhe could have no ſanctiſicadon; for 
as this ſanctification is not for herſelf, but for the 
children, in whom it ON 1HeeRs how can it exiſt 
at all if ſhe has none? 
2. Though the 8 wife mould being 
forth children; yet if theſe children ſhould loſe the 
character of holy in their adult ſtate, in what ſenſe 
"can we underſtand the unbelieving wife ſanctiſied 
to bring forth holy children? The ſanctification is 
not in herſdf, ſhe being an unbeliever; beither is 
it i her chllaren, they being irregenerate. Where 
then is it to be foutiq? * Thus, you ſee, the'apo- 
des argument would de A g upon —.— 
vely contingent and ubcertain, and would have 
lekt the vor A many Taſes, at 
tr wo any melt pubelleving en 
it is ene ent the a Oles afgutdent was tidt 
Dy . 
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founded upon any thing future or contingent; ; but 
upon uthat was certaie and preſent, or rather paſt, 
for he vſetb the; preter · perfebt tenſe, is u¹, 
hath been. ſanc cd: ſo that this ſancti cation muſt 
be prior to, aud independent of her having chi 
dren, and of the halineſi of theſe children. 

It may be noticed further; that the unbelieving 
wife is not here ſaid to be ſanctiñed by the faith of 
the huſband; but barely this, by {#o-or in) the 
byſtand': and as faith is only: an evidence of a ſpi - 
ritual relation, there is no ground to think it is 
here given as a reaſon for the lawfulneſa of the car - 
nal relation of marriage; for marriage does not de- 
ive its lawfulaeſs from the faith of the goſpel, but 
ſrom the ordinance of God appointing, and the 
parties mntvally agreeing, to be no more 1 
but one fleſh, Therefore, | 

Tha ſanctification here Ponen of muſt be of a 
matrimonial nature, and oppos'd to fornication or 
uncleanneſs. This will appear, whether we conſi - 


der the meaning of the word: ſanfificatian in ſeve- 


veral ther places of the New Teſtament, or the 
ſcope of the apoſtle's-argument here. 


+ Ju 2 Cor, vil. . we find holne/ or fanfiifcation 


oppos d to filt line f the ſtſb, as well as of the 


ſpirit; and when it is ſaid, (1 Cor. vii. 34.) that 


Jhe may be holy in body, muſt it not be underſtood 

of her being chaſe? In 1 Thell. iv. 3. ſancliſica- 

tion is oppos d to fornication; For this is. the will of 

God, i your ſancdiſicat ion that ye. ſhould abſtain from 

A And in mat 5. It; is contraſted * 
— 
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— bow thoſe hs ſein frame 
honour. Net in the lu of concupiſcence; & . This 
fantification and honour agrees with Heb- xiii. 4 
Marriage is honourable in all, and the bed undefiled, 
but whoremongers and adulterers Cod will judge. 
Nou if the'words fan#tification and benour be op- 
pos d to fornication, the luſt of concupiſcence, whore- 
diam and adultery, they muſt neceſſarily ſignify 
chaftity. Aud if marriage be henzurable (lawful or 
_ chaſte) in all, we may eaſily ſee how the unbelicy- 
ing wife is ſanctified in, by, or to her huſband, 
whilſt ſhe obſerves the laws of marriage, and kee ps 
the bed undgiled. For though ſhe be an unbeliever, 
yet being lawfully join'd to an huſband, ſhe is ma- 
trimenially holy, and ſanctified to his uſe, even as 
— dee he eats and drinks are, 1 Tim. iv. 3, 
. Therefore, as theſe are not to un nabe, 
h 8 e! is not to be put away. 
The apoſtle backs the fanRification Ny the un- 
believer with an argument drawn from an abſurdi- 
ty that would follow upon the contrary ſuppoſi- 
tion; Elſe were yeur children" unclean ; but now are 
they holy. As if he had ſaid, If the unbclieving 
party were not a lawful yoke-fellow, then your 
children, being the iſſue of an impure junction, 
would be unclean; but now are they ys This 
leads me to conſider, 
2. In what ſenſe the children are ſaid to be key, 
What has been already ſaid on the former head, 
| read 20thing to be done here, but formally to 
"ITY draw 
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draw the concluſion. No ſtream can riſe higher 
than its ſource; nor can any'<auſe produce an effect 
diſpropertion'd to its nature. That which is born 
of the feld is faſb, and will remain ſo for any thing 
that lech can do- I therefore, as has been ſhewn, 
ide nnbeliexing wife be only ſandtiſied in her huſ- 
band matrimanially, ſo as they may lawfully, chaſtly 
and honourably dwell. together without fornication 
or uncleanneſs; then, all the holineſs that can ac- 
crue to the children from this ſanCtification, is only 
bigitimacy, as being lawfully, begotten ; and the 
uncleanneſs oppos'd to this, can only be illegitmmagy 
or boftardy, as being, begatten in fornication and 
uncleanneſs +. 

If it he obiected. that this view af fn alice wi 
apply as well to unbelievers and thei children, as 
to. believers and their's. I anſwer, - 


In ſome reſpects i will. The apoſtle here 
fuſtains, the lawfulneſs of theſe marriages which 


were conſummated while boch parties were unbe- 


lievers; for it is more natyrak to ſuppoſe, that they 
were, married before their! con ver ſlen, chan that 
they fhould. afterwards marry: infidels when they 
Rad ſcruples about dwelling with. them He like- 
wiſe ſyſkains the ligitimacy of ſugh, children as were 
_ . * W iy either parent; K 


4. 1 wore bv: regard the. * 


— | ſockf as. Camerarins; Me, Muſs 
cal, Nea, &c. they alli agree in giving the above view of the 
place;: arid Canis on Mal. b. — EENINE 
—— IO 
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be makes no exception here, and that they had 
ſuch children, we need make no doubt. 

It way be further objefted, That if the ſancti- 
fication of the unbeliever be only of 2 matrimonial 
nature, then the apoſtle might with equal propriety 
affirm, that the delieving oy was nn to 
the unbelieving. | 


To this it may be anfwered, 1. This was not 
the point in queſtion. The apoſtle is not anſwer- 
ing the feruples of infidets, but of Chriſtians ; who 
were not doubting of their own ſanctification in 
that reſpect, but of the ſanctification of their un - 
delieving correlates ; nor of the lawfulneſs of mar- 
riage in general, but only in the peculiar circum- 
. ſtances mentioned; for which they bad ſome co- 
lour of reaſon from the law of Moſes. 


. 2. It would not only be improper, bat abſurd, 
to fay, that the believing party was ſanctified to 
the other; for the party which the law held un. 
clean was the alien, not the Iſraelite; and ſo this 
uncleanneſs muſt be ſhewn to be removed from the 
party upon which the law, and the conſciences of 
the believing Corinthians had fixedit, and not from 
the party that was look'd upon às clean already: 


therefore the apoſtle ſays, the unbelicving wife or 


huſband is ſauctified. But then this ſanctification 
implies no moral or phyſical change in the unbe- 
liever ; but only a relative change, in repect of a 
law that formerly prohibited ſuch, and in reſpect 
of the. believer's conſcience which is now: freed 


from that law, and w_ 'can dell with them in 
* fanQi- 
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| ſanRification and honour. What the apoſtle. ſays 


about the ſandtification of the meats-probibited 


"under the law, ſerves much to illuſtrate this point; 


accordingly be claſſes them together when oppoſing 


the doctrine of the falſe teachers, who forbade 


marriage, and commanded to abſtain from meats 


| which God hath created to be received withithapk(- 


giving. See 1 Tim. iv. 3, 4» 35. 
In fine, whether we conſider the W doc- 


trirſe, the ſcope of the apoſtle” s argument, or the 


ſenſe of the like expreflions in ſeveral other places 
of the New Teſtament, all concur in aſcertaining 


this view of the place, viz. That the unbelieving 


party is ſanctified to the other, in as far as he or 
ſhe is a chaſte and lawful yoke-fellow, according to 
the ordinance of God appointing them to be one 
fleſh, whom no man ought to put afunder: and 
their children are in fo far holy, as they are begot- 
ten in lawful wedfoch, and not by fornication. © 


Lou take notice of this ſenſe, and call it a ridi- 
culous gtsfs on the text; but add, that * it will 


| bring us back to the very ſame thing that this 


text always ſerved to demonſtrate, viz. That the 
* children of believers, begot by ſuch aliens, were 
© now to be accounted holy. and are to be ac- 
* knowledged to be thoſe little children whom te 
Lord declares to belong to his kingdom in di- 
ſtinction from the world. That is, in ſhort, if 
children are not baſtards, but the lawful iffue even 
of one believing parent, they thereby appear io de 
born from above; and conſequently: "muſt be bap- 
ed. I am, Sir, your, Cc. 
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Intend in this letter to 17 the wegh of 1 your. 
fourth ſection, which fhews how baptibn cames 

in place of circumciſion, and proceeds thus; 
© The argument for infant · baptiſm from circum · 
« ciſion. has a. foundation in theſe words of the 
© apofitle, Cal. ii. 11, 12, 13. In whom, al ye are 
* circumciſed with the circumciſion made without. m_ 

in putting off the body of the ſins of the gelb, by 

* eircumciſion of Chrift : buried with him in we 


+ wherein alla you are riſen with him througbthe faith of 


* the operation of Ged, who hath raiſed him fram the 
* dead. And yau being dead in your fins, and th un- 
« circumciſion of your. Alb, hath be guickened toge- 
* ther with him, having forgiven you all treſpaſſes. 
. Here the thing Ggnified in baptiſe. is called the 
7 « circumciſion made without hands, the ſame with the 
« circumciſion of the heart whazcof the uncircumciß- 
ö e vip place 
of the circumciſion made with hands t y are la- 
(rid wh rk in, baptiſm, and. ſo have, the cir- 
' cumcifion, of Chriſt, Na if the, apoſile gives 
is baptiſm with the thiog Ggnificd ig. it, in place 
«of, Wan n en it the 
le. 
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then baptiſm muſt be to 
the true Iſrael who are born of the Spirit, as dir · 
' cumciſion was to the e ane we born 
of the fleſh, !m—— 

This concluſion is expreſſe in fach — 
will bear a, double meaning. If you mean that 
baptiſm is the ſame thing to the true Iſtael that c- 
cumciſion was to the typical Iſrael, this will not 
be granted; for circumciſion was to typical Iſrael 
an external mark to diſlinguiſh them from the 
gentites, and was typical of internal circumciſion 
but the deſign of baptiſm to the true Iſrael is, to 
repreſent the death, ſufferings and reſurrection of 
Chriſt, .and the ſaints likeneſs to Chriſt in them, 
and their participation of them. Circumciſion 


was hereditary to old Iſrael, and, by God's ap- 


pointment, entail'd on their flelhly ſeed; not lo 
baptiſm to the true Irrel. Nor can it be proven 
that baptilm- comes i in the place of circumciſion,; 
for baptiſm took place among the believing Jews a 
conſiderable time before circumciſion was abro- 
„ 

But if you mean, * ends Les to the 
true Iſrael, even 38 circumciſion belonged to, the 
typical Iſrael, 1 heartily agree with you, providing 
you keep clear and conſiſtent the diſtinction you 
have mentioned betwixt the typical and true Iſrael, 
viz. That the former are born of the fe/b, and 
the latter, of the Spirit. But your very next words 
confound this diſtinction „ When you lay, 8 
8 Andi as Peter faid to 1 the Jews 8 
| \ N « fir 
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fiel called 16/be Bapritcd unt he promiſe of ike | 6 
"Holy Ghoſt, the promije in unto you and't6 your | P 
© abaluren, baptifin belongs unto the children of the L 
* ſpiritual Iſrael unto whom that promiſe is; even 8 
as circumciſion belonged to the children of the Y 
* fleſhly Hraeh, who bad the promiſe of Chrifl: to * 
come in the! fleſh; aud of the earthly inheritance.” V 
In the beginding of this: ſeQion'you told us, the 
argument for infant: baptiſm from circuimciſion was 
founded on Col. Hi. 14, 12, 13. but as that text 
makes no mention of infants, you are obliged to 
have recourſe to your former argument from Acts 
ti: Where you would have us belleve the word chil- 
dim ſignifies infajits Tuch as were  cicubritiſed; and 
thus by beging and patching your premiſes, you 
venture to draw your concluſion. But as the ar- 
gument from Acts ii. has been anſwered 75 
Preſer you to it, and man p 1 
what you have advanced from Col. Ul. Sig | 
Tbe controverſy being about iafapt-baptiſin, * 
main thing to be conſidered is, whether the infants 
of believing parents be the true Iſrael who are born 
of the Spirit, and ſo the antirype*of Jewiſk infants, 
who were the typical Ifrael dor After che flefti; 
and” if it be made appear that | they” exnnot be 
view d in that vght, then,” key to your own 
argument from che text, b in does not belong 
| 101 fu 18 . | el 1863 £ 
Tn order to clear Hs mate, it, will be neee 
fary to ſtate more par ticularly t the difference be- 
(te hs typical and true Hrae}; or the'natural and 
ſpiritual 
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ſpiritual ſeed of Abraham. This diſtinction is co- 
Piouſiy handled the apoſtle Paul in bis epiſties 
to the Romans and Galatians, in which he always 
recurs back to the covenant, made with Abraham. 
This covenant was of a mixt nature, as appears 
by the. promiſes which, it contain d. For, 
1, Herein God gave to Abraham ihe ptomiſe of 
whoa all nations ſhould be bleſſed, Gen. 
Xii. 3. and xxii, 18. and this · ſeed was Chriſt, Gal. 
in. 16. In this promiſe the goſpel was preached 
2 unto Abraham, ver. 8. and in it lay the object 


7 of that faith wall be and. his ſpiritual ſeed a- 
1 mong Jews and gentiles were bleſſed with; him, 
3 ver. 7,9. This is that promiſe which. was con- 

firmed of God in Chriſt, and which the law could 
= not diſannul, or make of none effect, ver. 17. But 
5 | becauſe. God..deſign'd to exhibit by, and among 
K Abraham's fleſhly-ſced an earthly. pattern or exam - 

, 


plar of ee Shings cnntelaed in Wa 
miſe ; cherefore, | 
fs Na eee in 
that'covenint,: vis. Fhat he would multiply him 
exceedingly, and / gite unto him, and to his ſeed 
after him, the land of Canaan, Gen. Wii. 2, 8. 
This promiſe was, temporal, and behoved to be 
accompliſhed before the other, as it contained the 
types and; pledges. thereof. Canaan typified. the 
Heavenly, inherizance z ſo the patriarchs underſiogd 
it, Heb, xi. 5.15. and Abrabam's, fleſntv. End 2 
typified his ſpirkeual ſeed of all mais. F Ul, . 
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differen betwixt theſe- two ſceds was typified to 
Abraham by Iſhmael and Iſaac in his own family, 
even as the two covenants were typified by Hagar 
and Sarah, Gal iv. 21. Now theſe two promiſes 
laid the foundation of a twofold relation to God; 
the one ſpiritual and eternal with Abraham's ſol. 
ritual ſeed the other typical and temporal, be- 
twixt God and Abrahams fleſhly ſeed, which be- 
bhoved to continue during the period of the typi- 
cal economy, and no longer. 

3. The ordinance of circumeiſion belonged only 
to the temporal promiſe, and the temporal typical 
relation betwixt God and Abraham's ſeed accord- 
ing to the fleſh : for though the covenant to which 
it belongs be called an everlaſting covenant, Gen. 
Xvii, 13. yet this muſt be underſtood with the 
fame limitation, as the earthly Canaan, promiſed 
therein, is called an everlaſting poſſeſſion, ver. 8, 
and xlviii. 4. the Aaronical prieſthood, an ever- 
laſting prigſt hood, Exod. xl. 15. and the yearly 
typical atonement an everlaſting flatute, Lev. xvi. 
34 Theſe temporal 'types are called everlaſting 
in relation to — Wen in A rr 5s Kn 

hokds n. 
| „ Clriniticifion' is indeed called, a * f the righ- 
* of the faith; but it was a ſeal only to Abra- 
ham of his own faith, even the faith which he had 
before tircymcifion, This ſeal he received in his 
pecuiar patriarchal capacity, and that only as fa 
cher of tin#aithful; for the apoſtle ſays, Rom. vi. 
1 13. He e 11 e a Fei 
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0 the rioktiouſueſs F the faith 8 he had, yet being 
uncircumciſed : (for what end ?) that he might be the 
father (of whom ? of all his fleſhly circumciſed 
ſeed? No: but) of all them that believe, though they 
be not circumciſed ;—and the father of circumciſion. 
o them (of his natural ſeed) who are not of the cir- 5 * 
e· cumciſion only, but alſo walk in the fleps of that faith * 


e. c our father Abraham which he had being yet uncir- 
di- cumciſed. i. e. That he might be the father of all 
that believe, whether circumciſed or uncircumciſed. 
u Now if Abraham was not a father. to his natural 
cal ſecd, as ſuch, in that reſpect wherein circumciſion 
d- ſealed or confirmed to him the righteouſneſs of his 
ich faith ; then circumciſion was not ſuch a ſeal to his 
en. natural ſeed ; nor could it be ſuch a ſeal to infants 


the It eight yz old, who. had not that faith before 
ſed circumciſion ; but reſpected only the temporal pro- 
8. miſe and relation, which promiſe and relation had 
ver- - a typical reference to the eternal promiſe, and the 
arly ſpiritual relation ariſing therefrom. 


When God proceeded to fulfil the temporal pro- 
miſe, he did it by means of a covenant, even that 
which he made with the whole nation of Iſrael, 
when he took them by the band to lead them out 
of Egypt, Exod. xix. 38. Heb. viii, 9, This is 
ealled the old covenant Heb. viii. 13.) on account 
of the temporal relation betwixt the Lord and that 
nation, which. is now done away.— The law, (Heb. 

x. 1.) on account of the law therein given to them. 

And the Hof teftament, (Heb. ix. 15.) on ac- 

G 


count 


62 LETT ER: WM. 


count of the typical adoption, and the temporal in- 
| heritance. 


It i is evident that this covenant, 4nd all its typi- 


on ceconomy, was founded on the temporal pro- 
miſe made to Abraham concerning his fleſhly ſeed; 


| of for all the temporal bleſſings which Iſrael enjoyed 
according to the tenor of the Sinaitic covenant, are 


alſo aſcribed to that promiſe. The Lord refers to 
it when about to give the typical redemption, 

Exod. vi. 3.—8. Their manifold deliverances from 
the ſurrounding nations are aſcribed to it, 2 Kings 
xiii, 23. Neh. ix. 7, 8. and pled from it, 2 Chron. 

xx. 7. Yea, their typical relation to God as his 
people, wherein the very eſſence of this covenant 
- conſiſted, is originally atiributed to that ſame pro- 

wiſe, Deut. xxix. 13. As circumciſion. belonged 
to the temporal promiſe and fleſhly relation, i it was 
alſo ingroſs'd into this covenant, Lev. xii. 3. and 
ſo beboved to vaniſh away with the covenant itſelf, 

and all its other typical ordinances. 


When the fulneſs of the time was come, and 


God proceeded to fulfil the ſpiritual promiſe, he 
did it by means of another covenant, (by the me- 
diation of Chriſt) with Abraham's ſpiritual ſeed of 
all nations. This is called the new 7ovenant, (Heb. 
Rij. 24.) in reference to the other, which was made 
old, and the new ſpiritual relation betwixt God 
and that new nation, made up from among all na- 
tions, kindreds and tongues, —The new teſtament, 
(Heb: ix. 15.) on account of the true adoption and 
the heavenly inheritance, of which Chriſt the firſt- 
born is both teſtator and heir, 

| 35 Ihbeſe 
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T beſe are the two egpenants of which the apo- 


ile ſpeaks in Gal. iv. and Heb. viii. and ix. chap- 
ters, and which were both included, by way of 


promiſe, in the covenant made with abraham. The 


contraſt may be more re Fully ſtated in the following 


manner: 
 ABRAHAMIC 1 


* Ct. 
— QT 


- .v 


gf Old Covenant. | 


1. The old covenant _ 
was only a temporal re- 
lation betwixt God and 
a particular 


nation, 
which is now done away 
and come to an end. 
Heb. viii. 13. 


2. The old covenant 
was carnal” and earthly : 


(1.) In its worſhip, 


which ſtood only in 


meats and drinks, and 


divers waſhings, and car- 
nal or dinances, Heb. ix. 
FFC 


(.) In its ſacrifices 


of balls and of goats, 


which could never take 
away ſin, or purge the 


conſcience, Heb. ix. 9. 
ery OE We RY 


New Covenant. 
1. The new covenant 


is an eternal relation be- 
twixt God and his peg- 


ple from among all na- 
tions, and is therefore 
called an everlaſting co- 
venant, Heb. xiii. 20. 

2. The new covenant 
is ſpiritual and heavenly: 


(1. In its worſhip, - 
which requires a true 


heart, faith, and a good 
conſcience, and to be per- 
form'd in ſpirit and in 


truth. Heb. X. 19,—2 3. 
| John iv. 23. 


(2. In its Kerze, 
which is Chriſt, and 


which perfects for ever 
them that are ſanCtified, 


* . 
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ArnARHA UIC Covenant. 


8 * PI 


| | 


Old Covenant. 


(3.) In its malay,” 


_ viz, Moſes, Gal iii. 19 


(4:) In its priefts, VIZ, 
Aaron and his ſons, who 
were ſinful men, and 
not ſuffered to continue 
by reaſon of death. 
Heb. vii. 23, 28, 


(F.) In its fanftuary, 

which was worldly and 
made with hands, Heb, 
Ix, 1, 24. | 


— — 


n 
Neu Covenant. 


(3. In its mediator, 
viz. Chriſt Jeſus, Heb, 


Xii. 24. 


(4.) In its . viz, 
Chriſt, who is holy harm- 
leſs, &c. and abideth 
prieſt continually, ever 
living to make interceſ- 
fion for us, Heb. vii, 24, 
25, 26. 

(5.) In its fanfuary, 
which is heaven itſelf, 
whereinto our great 
high -prieſt hath entered, 


baving obtained eternal 
redemption for us, Heb. 


(6.) In its promiſes ; 
they being carnal bleſ- 


| ſings in earthly places, 
and reſpefting only a 


proſperous life in the 
earthly Canaan, Deut. 


19. Joſh. xxi. 43, 45. 
cChap. xXIli. 14, 15, 16. 
(..) In its ſabjecte, or 


xxvili. 1.—15. Iſai. i. 


people covenanted; they 


M40 

> (6.) In its promuſes ; 
they being ſpiritual bleſ- 
ſings in heavenly places, 
and chiefly reſpecting the 
life to come, and the en- 
joyment of the heavenly 


inheritance. Eph, i. 3, 
Tit. i, 2. Heb. viii. 6. 


and x1. 16. EX, 
(7.) In its fubjefts ; 


they being the ſpiritual 
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ABRAHAMIC COVENANT. 


erat. r 


— * 


Ol Covenant. 
being the fleſhly ſeed of 


Abraham, children of 


the temporal promiſe, 
related to God as his ty- 
pical people, and to 
Chriſt as his kinſmen 
according to the fleſh: 
which typical and fleſhly 


relation availed them 


much for the enjoyment 
of the typical and earthly 
privileges of this cove- 
nant : but as Hagar, the 


 bond-woman, was caſt 


out with her ſon born 
after the fleſh; ſo the 
covenant itfelf being an- 
tiquated, its. temporal, 

typical privileges vaniſn- 
ed, its ſubjects were caſi 


out and diſinherited; 


the fleſhly relation upon 
which they receiv'd cir- 
cumciſion, availed ao- 


tag orttheir partakiug 
of ſpuitual privileges, 
nor were they, as chil- 


dren of this covenant, 
ae heirs, with the 
G 


88 — 


* 


— 
. 


* ee, 


ſeed of Abraham, typi 
fied by the fleſhly ſeed; 


being choſen in Chriſt 


before the foundation sf 
the world; predeſtinat- 
ed unto the adoption of 
children, and redeemed 
by the blood of Chriſt. 
Theſe are the children 
of the promife, who, in 
God's appointed time, 
are born, not of Blood, 
nor of the. will of the 
fleſh, nor of the will 
of man, but of God; be- 
ing born again, not of 
corruptible ſeed, but of 
incorruptibte, even by 
the word of God, which 
liveth 'and abideth for 


ever: who have the law 
of God written in their 
hearts, aud all know him 


from the leaſt to the 
greateſt. Through this 


work of the Spirit, they 
believe in the name of 


the Son of God, and by 
the profeſſion of this 
3 ABR&A- 


e 


| 1 MIC Covananr, 


— 


A. 


9 Covenant. 
children of the free wo- 
man, or new covenant, 
Rom, ix. 4.—9. Gal. vi. 


their faith, they appear 
to be the ſeed of Abra - 


ham, children of the free 


woman, and heirs accor- 
ding to the promiſe, to 
whom belong all ſpiri- 
tual privileges, baptiſm 
among the reſt. Eph. i. 
4, 5. 1 Pet. i. 18, 19. 
John i. 13. 1 Pet. i. 23. 
4206 Heb. viii. 10, 11. Gal. 
ad: - Ul, 26, 29. and iv. 28, 
31. Acts ii. 41, 42. 
From this contraft i it appears, that the old cove- 
nant made with the whole nation of Iſrael, and all 
the things eſtabliſhed thereby, were "only earthly 
patterns of things in the heavens, Heb. ix. 23. 
figures for the time then preſent, ver. 9. ſhadows 
of good things to come, chap. x. 1. impos'd upon 
the typical Iſrael, until the time of reformation, 
ch, ix. Io. under which they were ſhut up unto the 
faith that ſhould afterwards be revealed, Gal. iii, 
23. $0 that, abſtract from their typical reference, 
there was nothing ſpiritual or heavenly in them, 
And as this covenant was typiesl  ahthenfthly;; 
ſo were the covenanted people. Nor was there 
any neceſſity of their being regenetated in order to 
their partaking of its privileges, ſeeing theſe privi- 
ges ere garthly, and ſuited to men in a natural 
ſtate: 


* 


15. and iv, 22.—31. 


— 8 all « a a 
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ſtate: but it was requiſite they ſhould be the fleſh» 
ly ſeed of Abraham, obſerve the letter of the law, 


and have the ſigu of the covenant in their fleſh by 


circumciſion. 


Though ſome of the ge Iſrael were likewiſe 
of the ſpiritual Iſrael; yet they were not ſo by 
their fleſhly relation to Abraham, nor by the tem- 
poral promiſe concerning his natural ſeed, to which 


circumciſion belonged; nor yet by the peculiar 


typical covenant at Sinai founded thereon : but by 
an election of ſovereign grace, and faith in the not- 
able SEED of the new covenant, of which their 
fleſhly relation and temperal covenant was but a 
type or earthly pattern. Rom. xi. 5, 7. Heb. xi. 
13, 39, 40. 

As type and antitype hold the ſame proportion 
with fleſh and ſpirit, ſhadow and ſubſtance, earth 
and heaven, we muſt always keep this diſtinction 
in our eye, when running the parallel betwixt A- 
braham's twofold ſeed, elſe we will be apt to con- 
found thoſe born of the fleſh, with theſe born of 


the Spirit. And in this, I perceive, your miſtake 
lies : for your whole argument proceeds vpon the 
ſuppoſition, that the HeThly ſeed of New Teſtament 


belfyere e Way the {pirttual ſeed of Abraham” 


as s the infants of IT” Hrael were his fleſhly Teed; 
But it is abſurd to o ſuppoſe, that the infant ſced 
of Abraham born of the fleſh, did typify the infant 
ſeed of believers born likewiſe of the fleſh; for 
this would be only one fleſhly ſeed roifjing ano- 
ther fcſhly 25 and ſo N not anſwer to the 

12242 : diſtinc- 


* . 
. 
* „ 2400 


* 
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diſtinction that muſt always be held betwixt the 


type and its antitype. The beaſts ſacrificed under 


the law, were not typical of any other beaſts to 
be ſacrificed under the goſpel; nor did the old 


| Covenant with the fleſhly ſeed, typify, that the 


new covenant ſhould be with another fleſhly ſeed, 
Vnleſs then we ſuppoſe, that ſhadow and fubſtance, 
ſign and thing ſignified, type and antitype, are of 
the ſame nature and kind, we mult of neceſſity 
grant, That the natural ſeed of Abraham, born f 
the fleſh according to the temporal promiſe, typi- 
fied nothing leſs than his ſpiritual ſeed, born of the 
Spirit according to the new covenant promiſe. \ 
As baptiſm belongs only to the ſpiritual ſeed of 


Abraham, it remains to be conſidered, what it is 


that diſtinguiſhes them from the world, and gives 


them a vi iſe ble right to this ordinance. $5 


The fleſhly birth ſufficiently diſtinguiſhed the 
ſubjects of circumciſion ;- for this was a thing viſi- 
ble, and the higheſt evidence that could be had of 


their being the fleſhly ſeed of Abraham, to whom 


that ordinance belonged ; ſo that Iſraelitiſh infants 
appeared as really to be the typical ftcſhly ſeed at 
their birth, as they could do in any after period of 
their lives. But this is far from being the caſe 
with the fpiritual feed: for as regeneration is in- 
viſible ; ſo the carnal birth, be it of whom it may, 
is no proper index of it, nor can they, upon that 


footing receive baptiſm, Becauſe, 


— 


1. That which i is common both to the natural 


and On ſeed can never a, the ene 
: from 


c 


i Though ſome of the children of believers are 
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from the other; but the fleſhly birth is common 


to both; therefore | it cannot diſtinguiſh them, 


2. That which does not amount to the charag- 
ter of the ſons' of God, cannot denominate the 
ſpiritual ſeed ; but the being born of blood, of the 
will of the fleſh, and of the will of man, (as are 
the infants of believers as well as others) does not 
amount to the character of the ſons of God, John 
i. 13. Therefore, Ge. 


3. If the ſpiritual birth hath no > necallary, na- 
tural, or fœderal connection with the fleſhly birth, 
then from the fleſhly birth we cannot infer the 
ſpiritual ; but the being born again from above 
of the Spirit —of God, is neither neceſſarily, natu- 


rally, nor fcœderally connected with the fleſhly 


birth; therefore it cannot be inferr'd from it. Not 
neceſarily ; for it is the fruit of ſovereign free 


election. Nor naturally ; for we are by nature 
children of wrath. © Nor federally; for the new 


covenant is not with the natural offspring of be- 
lievers, as the old temporal covenant was with the 
fleſhly ſeed of Abraham ; nor are we now permit- 
ted to know any man after the fleſh, 2 Cor, 

v. 16, or to judge of their ſpiritual ſtate: by their 


Acthly relation to covenanted parents. 


4. The natural ſeed of believers can no more be 
counted for the ſpiritual ſeed, than the natural ſeed 
of Abraham; but the apoſtle tells us, that the chil- 
dren of Abraham accarding to the fleſh are not the 
children of God, nor counted for the ſeed. 


of 
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of the ſpiritual ſeed, it will not follow. they ſhould 
all be counted ſo; any more than it will follow, 
that becauſe e of the fleſhly Iſrael were alſo of 
the ſpiritual Iſrael, therefore they were all of the 
ſpiritual Iſrael. And if they cannot all be counted 
for the ſpiritual ſeed, then none of them can; for, 
in A Were! is no Kunde diſtinetion betwixt 
- 1: If the ſcriptures demonſtrate, that many of 

the children of infidels are of the ſpiritual ſecd, 
_ «whilſt, on the other hand, multitules of the ſeed 

of the faithful are rejected as infidels; then no 
rule can be fixt for judging of the ſtate of infants 
from the faith or infidelity of their parents: 
but both ſcripture and experience demonſtrate 
the former, as in the caſe of Iſhmael, Eſau, and 
Abſalom, and in the rejection of the Jews, and 
converſion of the gentiles. Therefore, to judge 
of infants by the fleſhly birth, or by the faith of 
their parents, is not according to ſcripture rule. 


Theſe arguments ſerve to ſhew, that the infants 
of New Teſtament believers cannot be counted for 
the ſpiritual ſeed, as the infants of old Iſrael were 
counted for the fleſhly ſeed; and that therefore 
baptiſm cannot be adminiftred to the former, as 
circumciſion was to the latter, who were really 
the fleſbly Iſrael, and appear'd to be fo, 

I ſhall only mention one thing more upon this 
part of the argument, viz. That there was a par- 
ticular, expreſs divine command for circumciſi ing 


** _ ſeed at eight days old; but there is nei- 
ther 


ther communi 1 nor P in all the word of 
God for baptizing infants, or any but thoſe who 
appear, by the pratclion of their faith, to be the 
ſpiritual ſeed. | 


I ſhall now follow y you trough the reſt of this 


{ei 10N,. 


— 


— For they riofants] are as capable of being 
born of the Spirit, as Nahen are of heing born of 
the fleſh ; '—— | 
Anſw. T heir edi is no argument, Are 
they all really born of the Spirit? Does ere 
declare it? Does experience ſnew it? | 
— For who can deny the operation of God 
upon them, that raiſed Chriſt, and begets the 
* adult to the faith, to which ne contribute as 
little as theit infants ? '—— 


Anſiu. No one can deny, that Cal can of theſe 
feones raiſe up children to Abraham ; but you your- 
ſelf owa, that this operation is not actually exert- 
ed on all the infants of 'believers, juſt a little be- 
low, where you ſay, It is true, they may yet be 
really irregenerate, and when adult appear to be 
' ſo.* Scripture and experience both ſhew, that 
they are but the feweſt number, even of the chil- 
dren of believers, upon whom this operation is 
exerted,” How trifling and weak then is ſuch rea- 
ſoning, God is able to regenerate infants, there - 
fore they may be baptized! According to this ar- 
gument, all the human race may be W 1 
God is able to regenerate them. 5 


— When it is aſked, how can infant appear 
wum 
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«to be of the ſpiritual ſeed} ? it may then be aſked, 
how does a parent appear to be ſuch an Iſraelite 
© upon the very firſt profeſſion of his faith, by 
© which he is admitted to baptiſm ? '——— a 


Anſw. A parent appears to be a true Iſraelite 
upon his firſt profeſſion, only in fo far as there ts 
ground to believe, that his profeſſion agrees with 
the belief of his own heart, and is the index of it; 
but his profeſſion can never make his infant appear 
to be of the ſpiritual ſeed ; becauſe there is no 
connection betwixt his profeſſion and the ſpiritual 
ſtate of his child, any more than there is betwixt 
the fleſhly and ſpiritual birth. The parent does 

not profeſs the taith of his child, but his own faith; 
aud it is certain, that nothing is made viſible by a 
profeſſion, but that which is profeſſed in it. There 
is no ſuch thing either expreſs'd or imply'd in the 
ſcripture, as that infants appear to be the ſpiritual 
ſeed, by their being the natural ſeed of believers, 


Abraham had never this honour with reſpect to 


his natural ſeed, though his faith was tried and 
approven of by God the ſearcher of hearts: how 
then can we ſuppoſe, that profeſſing gentiles ſhould 
| Propagate ſpiritual children to Abraham by carnal 
generation, and manifeſt them ſuch by profeſſing 
the faith'in their ſtead, when he who was the fa- 
ther of the faithful could do no ſuch thing, un- 
leſs we count' the children of the fleſh for the 
' ſeed, contrary to Rom, ix. 8. Gal. iv, 29.? Abra 
| ham's ſpiritual ſeed. walk in the ſteps of his faith, 
Rom bv. 1 12. and do the works of Aunban, 

c | John 
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john vit. 39. and thus ippear to to: be Sn pion | 
ſeed. a Nita 

Tou ſay, the word: of God n us to A 
edge them the ſpiritual ſeed by the parent's pro- 
feſſion. Let there. is no ſuch call in all the 
word, but rather the reverſe: That which is born of 
the fleſh, is fleſb, John iii. 6. They. ere nat all Iſrasl 
which are of Iſrael, neither becauſe they are the ſeed 
of Abraham are they all children, Rom. ix. 6, 7. 

As for che parent's profeſſion, it can never make 
his infants appear to be the ſpiritual ſeed, tho? it 
makes them appear the fleſhly ſeed of a true Iſrael- 
ite: nor can it make them appear the children of 
promiſe, who are counted for the ſeed ; for there is 
no particular promiſe made to believers (as was to 
Abraham) that they ſhall have a ſeed, and much 
leſs a ſpiritual ſeed, But as you ſeem to ground 
this aſſertion upon their being called Zoly, I refer 
yon back to what has Wm un faid on that 
n 

In the next . yon enden to ſhow, 
that the baptiſm of infants will not lnfer their be- 
ing admitted to the Lord's ſupper: 


1. Becauſe they are not by this acknowledged 
as members of any viſible church, to which. that 
ordinance belongs; but only of Cbriſt s true 
church, bis body, which is inwifible. 
21. Becauſe the examples of baptiſm i in ieee 
| always preceded adding to a church. And, 


3. Becauſe, in ſhort, they muſt be capable per- 
ſonally to declare their Ae of heart 40 cleave 
9:4 H unto 
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unto ihe Lhrd dns church, befare-they ande ad 
mitted as members. 


No tho I Agree with you in faying, that the 
Inftarices of baptiſm in ſeripture always preceded 
uddihg to à viſible church, to whom the ſupper 
belongs; yet your arguments ſor infant-baptiſm, 
are as ſtrong for admitting them tb the ſupper : 
For if we eſteem infaats members of Chriſt's true 
church for which he gate himſelf, &c. why may 
they not be admitted as members of a viſible con- 
gregation, which is a repreſentation in miniature 
bf that true church? Are they members of that 

* *true church where no unclean thing can enter; 
and can they not be admitted into a ſociety where 
many hypocrites have, and ſtill do enter? Do 
they all partake of the one New Teſtament altar, 
und can we refuſe them the inſtituted ſign of that 
altar, the Lord's ſupper ? Is not this ſomething 


like * daring. to exclude from the privileges of 


© Chriſt's kingdom, and church communion thoſe 
© who appear io be of the. truth 22 1 
- , When it is aſked,” how can infants appear to be 
members of a viſible church? It may then be aſk- 
ed, how, does a parent, appear to be ſuch a mem: 
ber, upon the. declared purpoſe. of his heart to 
-cleave unto the Lord in it, by which he is admit 
ted as one? And when it ſhall be ſaid, That the 
: word of God calls us to acknowledge him as ſoch 
by that declaration; then it ſhall alſo be faid, (re 
; ar your own argument.) that the ſame word 


claration. 


But 


to acknowledge his iofagts as ſuch, by that 


© 
fo 
w 
4 
«| 
* 
11 
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- But how, of all the world} come you the fpeals 
of qualifications'in-order to partake of thẽ Lord's 
dapper} 4 declared-purpoſe-of heart; &. or 
what you'will-? Does not * this lea us (according 
«10 Jou) to lay the ſtreſs of Hur ſalvution upon 
4 forme. that we do ia the declaration of our 

© purſe! of heart to cleave ynto the Lord; and 
+ ſome holineſs about us whereof mfants are inca- 
pable ? p. 198. Thus: I: think you are fairly in- 
tangled in. your: own. net; for if you once diſpenſe 
with that perfanab'profeſjon. which the ſcriptore 
requires in order to baptiſm, vou muſt likewiſe : 
give vp with that perſonal; deelayation requitte. tor 
church-fellowſhip and communian.'in the ſupper; 
notwithſtanding f er diſtinAions. ls 10 
proceed : | 203 6 
eee Gunfire fo mane; lad, 
(viz. againſſ reckoning. the haꝑtized to be members 
of a viſible church) *© ſhall we be able to aſcribe 
the corruption; fi chriſtianity to the baptiſm, of 
« chriſtian! infants, as it may. be acaived: to He 

* making. of: Ghrifians by baptiſm” io 1 tf 

' Fnſw: Your atguments for infavt-dapti m wilt 
equally. hold for their receiving the ſupper, (as 
hath been ſhewn) both which are a corruptiap of 
cirifhanity, as; there is nut for any ſueh 
practices in the ſcripture; aud if theſe infants you 
would haye baptized be nat made chriſtiaut by bapr 
ein, 1 am ſure many of them are never . made 
chriſtians. id .305, other; way, 2 8 after copr 
guet ade üben ent, bi tod od 10 
The cœruption of the chriſtaan relates 


= 2 came 
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cmechy deparung from the ſcriptural profeſßon 
<of the ſalth upen which baptiſm was adminiſtered 
from the beginning o a wan and his hopſe, and 
by ſubſtitating another profeſſion in the room of 
itz a profeſſion. that cannot 5atitle. the profeſſors 
< to the ſcriptural brotherly love as ſaints and 
© faithful in Chriſt Og as. wwe nor II. 
rae l.... hr Of je 

Anſiu. You ſay bt: nr to fobſtimate 55 pro» 
fell ion in the room of a perſonal one, as it is not 
fcriprural, fo it can never intrtle to brotherly love 
as faints, and muſt conſequently introduce great 
eorruptians' iuto the chriſtians religion; So; that 1 
may ſafely challenge yon or any man, to point out 
4 fitter eogine in all the compaſs of prieſt- craft, for 
OY national churches or nominal chriſtiani- 
ty; than that of baptizing infants without a ſcriptu- 
ral profeſſion, and ba er __ e ON of 
another in its ted. 

— Whereas the true ive bret on of 
© the faith, gives the profeſſor and his houſe the 
character of holy and admits them to baptiſm: 
© And we ſee unfeigned faith deſcending from a 
s e W [ child aud -grandchild.” | 2; Soup 
ge 12997100 e inf sie od (moot : 
| 4 % 1 bbb con ſidered the ſcripture Gita 
concerning a believer's houſe already, as alſo how 
his" children are fad” to be , And Have found 
that it makes nothing Tor) your purpoſe : but to af- 
firm, that unfeigned faith ſhould deſcend from # 

* parent to her child and grand child, is ſo groß 


a ä of * and ſuch! a maniſeſt 
wreſting 


28 4 9 S 


. 2. Ser g. © 6 


right, 


to ſai of à point Which requires ſuc abſurd con- 
eits jo ſuppoꝶ it. Pha apgitles words arg, 3 Tims 
i. $- When. J call t rempnticrance the mnjeigh- 
—.— * I, 25 2 which dweld firſt in thy 
grandmot thy mother, Eunice . and I am 
ae ny in thee ag. 2 it Is evigent the 
wok le does not mean, that faith deſcended from 


: we. 


thy" s grandmother to himſelf, by virtue of het 
being Nis grqugmotker ; (for. then | it would 45 
ſcend like hereditary qualities i in the. blood) bur 
only chat Timothy, Was enlightened i in the Know- 
lege of bg goes by t the Spirit of God, even as his- 
mY al d grandmother were before him; ; which; 
t n ay be re a e the Heſhly: 

{eripture and d experience Plain 


be as | 
— the children ect wi het nor adher- 
cing 19 10 the baptiſmal profeſſion,.. they: bare no 


* more the; charaQer of holy.;. but Ihen they. are: | 


ene ware the fats of believiag parents.” —— 
Af. The terigtpre to which:you refer for the 
character of Hal, is ay, applicable, to them when: 
e adult, 3s whep IgHPts, Ang. while unrege-- 
nerate fs When's : *-but then 7 are 
wn Sys en parentos”, Very: 


erer qrughe, 0 Dn e nel a. 


a. Hildrey: A þ-thes be no 
infants? Wheiber doesthe place you-reiee o cen 


tion 1 0 or 5 Men Docs 2 believers tioule in. 
clude BORE but inſenti in giſtiuttion from adult: 


2 2 4 H- 3 Children?” 


wa. 
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children? And whether f is this a ſeriptural diſfine: 

tion, or an imagination of your own brain ? How 

come you then, without a ſcripture warrant, to 

diveſt them of the character of holy upon any con- 

; ſideration, as long as — are Gs er chlldrew 
of believing parents? OT. 

But though their adult ſtate ſhould di [cover your 
error as to the nature of that holineſs, you are very 
far from owning it as yours; for you ſay, * ac: 
* cording to the ſcripture, we muſt look upon the 
6 children of beliering parents, dying in infancy, 
© as dying in the Lord.” Strange! that you 


7 


ſhould father ſuch fancies | upon the ſcriptures of 


truth, when there is not one ſyllable i in all that 
ſacred book that makes the leaſt diſtinction (with 
reſpect to ſalvation) betwixt thoſe who die in in- 
fancy, and thoſe who arrive at maturity. But as 
you were before obliged to uſe the diſtinction of 
viſible and t1viſible church, to cut of the connec 


tion betwixt baptiſm and the Lord's ſupper ; ſo 
you are here fofced to uſe the Giſtinitionof infant 


and adut, to ſupport the credit of that imaginary 
belineſs, which you fay intitles/infants to baptiſm, 


but vaniſhes away in their adult ftate like a morn». 


| ig cloud which is diſpell'd by the rifing ſun. 


pon the whole; had you*edrively dropt the 2. 
poſtolic diſtinction of the two covenants and a- 
dopted the popular plan of their identity, you 
might have handted the argument, from  circumci- 
Lon more couliltently than you have done. 


1 1, $18, Your, G. 
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Jou as yon are; pleas d 40 give it; for it ĩs Chriſt's 
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F Shall now — to your fifth ſediion, which 
ſhews, that the apo/tles minding the Lord's admo- 
nition as to infants, and primitive Chriſtians long 
after them. did not ſcruple upon baptizing them; and 
that it was the practice in the firſt ages, 

la the firſt part of this ſection you recapitulate 
your- former arguments, -and take it for granted 
they are concluſive ; but as I have an{wered them 
already, I ſhall not ſtay here * way particy- 


lar. You begin thus 
If we believe Chriſt faithful as a fon over his 


* own houſe, we muſt take the revelation of his 
„mind and will as he is pleafed to give it, without 
« preſcribing to him the manner in which he 
6 + anne make his will known.” 
- Anfw, We are willing to take the revelation of 
Chrift's mind as he has been pleafed to give it; 
but ſinee infant · baptiſm has never yet appeared 
to be any part of that revelation, you muſt excuſe 
us though we do not follow thoſe who take it from 


will and not yours we chuſe to regard in this mat- 
der. #108 eee has the faithfulnefs of 
___ 5 Chriſt : 
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Chriſt with infant · baptiſm? Do they ſtand or fall 
a diſbelief of the former? Or do you think that 
the obſcurity of the revelation about infant-bap. 
tiſm affords ground to queſtion his faithfulneſs ? 
If fo, let you and your brethren ſee to it, who 
have given occaſion for ſuch doubts :. as for us, we 
ſtill maintain, that the revelation of Chriſt's mind 
abont baptiſq is clear, expreſs; 9nd partigular,-aud 
ſo have no ground #9 gnekien his faiabfulaeſs on 
that account. 8 
— Whes the ameitemper from which the 
6 ſcruples at infant - haptiſm now proceed, ſhewed 
b iitſelf in his diſciples, he was much diſpleaſed at 
u The dijſcipſes rebuked.. thoſe, bo brought 
« infants to him, and their reaſons for this could 
be no other but ſuch, as are: Kill uſed bp hole 
who forbid them baptiſm. — 

Auſiu· It Chriſt's diſciples, (who: even den bap- 
tized more than John, Jobo iv. 1, 2.) bad it in 
commiſſion to baptize infants, as, accarding id. 
you, behov'd to be the caſe; then their reaſons: 
could not be the ſame with outs, Who maintain 
they had no ſuch. commiſſion. Or if vou imagine 
the diſciples thought infants capable of Chriſt's 
bleſſing, and fo, bor bade em- 10 bei bropght, 1 
hope yon will not affrm that this is any of our 

reaſons for withholding their. baptiſw. Wherein 
2 On ee thals of the dich 
1 Lon neten 
* «And in the foreGgh of their Uf right 
tie * ous 
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dus and unmerciful principle touching infants, 
«forbidding. them the firſt ſign of unlon with him 
and his church, out of which there is no ſalvati-' 
on, and perverting the ſcriptures that ſhew their 
church memberſhip, he ſaid, Suffer the little chil. 
© dren to come unto me, and forbid them not'; for of 
*Juch is the kingdom of God. Verily, I jay unto you, 
* Hhoſeever ſball nat receive the: kingdom of God as 4 
* little child, he ſball not enter therein. And he took 
© them up in his arms, put his hands on them, and 
ned them. Thus he ſecured the church mem-' 
© berſhip of infants before his inſtitution of bap- 
© tifm, and thus he prevented the diſputes that 
have ariſen ſince about infants; ſhewing himſelf: 
* as. the firſt patron of their cauſe agdalt e 
oppoſing their being brought to him. 5 
Anſw. Here you endeavour to Heprdſect the' 
Baptiſts as ſelf-righteous and unmerciful, and that 
becauſe they deny baptiſin to infants : but there 
ean be neither ſelf-righteouſneſs nor unmerciful · 
neſs in denying what was never commanded to be 
given, and which when given, can be of no ad - 
vantage to them any more than the Lord's ſupper. 


Howexer, we need not be much alarmed at the e- 


pithet /elf-righteous when applied by you, as it is 
only one of your cant terms, which like Saul's 
javlin you often in a pet throw at random againſt 
the. wall. 4 for what, you, ay. of pur ynmerci- 
fulneſs in forbidding infants the firſt gn of union 
with Chriſt and bis church out of which there is 
ns and of our oppyſing, their, oy 
broug 
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brought: to Chri- though there be not the leaſt 
argument in it yet it ſerves to ply and ſtimulate 
the fandly feeling hear ts oft parents for their in- 
fants, and ſecure them by. this blind. handle to 
your ſide. Lou are ſenſible, that the generality 
of people are more influenced by ſound than rea- 
| ſon, eſpecially: in things that take hold of their 
paſſions and natural affeQions; and here yon avail 
Faurſelf of this weakneſs. of human nature, by a- 
latming parents. with the ynmercifulneſs and cru- 
elty of denying their infants baptiſm; as if it were 
like daſhing chem againſt the ſtones, or depriving 
their ſouls of ſalration. Methinks I ſee the fond 
eme at the very thought. 
lou eobfidently affirm, that it was in the fore. 
ſight of the denial of infant · baptiſm, that our Lord 
fait, Suffer the bittle children. ts. come unto me, &c. 
whereas.oyr: Lord neither injoing nor exemplifies 
their baptiſm in this place, when there was an op- 
por tunĩty of doing boch. But 1 ren ele 


the dent more particularly. \: HE gent addy £1 
And they brought young thildren to kim that be 
might touch them uni his difeiples rebuked thoſe that 


brought them. But when Fefus faw it. he was much 
diſpleaſed, and aid unto them, ' Suffer the little chil. 
dren to come ute me, and forbid" them not: for ef 
fach is the kingdom of God, Mark x. inn 
Whether thoſe who' brought the Kittle children 
were their parents or not, is not here fag.” Fheir 
end tor bringing them, we are told bers, and in 
Luke, was, that he might fouch then; or; us * 
ne at 


— 


bath 


our Lord's diſcourſe of ' martiage and divorce, 


dan God, or, of braven, as Matthew hathrit. 

ticular viſible church; this you will readily. graũt. 
It muſt therefore de underſtood of Chriſt's true 
church for 'whith'he! gave himſelf: and that elect 


no dòùbt; for no circumſtànces of age or parent - 


of being the ſudjects of this kingdom. as the chil- 


— 
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-hath it. ꝓut hit hund bn tum nnd pray : but there 
is no intimation * * deſire ** could be Wd 
*tized. 

Next we * the oppoſition of the *difdptes to 
their being brought. What their reaſous were, 
we cinriot'tell. It is-likely they were intent upon 


and did not chuſe the · ſnouid be interrupted at 
that time, being, as they thought, better em- 
ployed in teaching the multitude; not adv 
that our Lord od inſtruct by ihe example of a 
little ehlnd, as well as by any otfier ſimilitude. 
But whatever were their reaſons, our Lord cor - 
rects them, ſaying, Ser the little children to rome 
unto me, and forbid them not; for of ſuch ir the ling- 


By kingdom Cad cannot be underſtood: any par- 


infants are ſubjects of this kingdom, there can be 


age can hinder this. But then it . W, 
be noticed 


1. Thit the children of tafidels: are as Wen 


Au eee, en thing en this 
dent. 


2. #1 the chere df beleters re bo more che 
PR of © this kingdom, than all the thildrenvf 
uabelievers, as has been already ſhewn : how then 

8 075 7211 FE. x03; $5. 34 16 
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can the ſubjects of baptiſm be diſtinguihed anion 
the children of believers? This place makes ao 


diſtinction of children, either by their * or 
_— themſelves. 


3. As thechildren of believers are not all of this 
Ph rates many of thoſe who are elected to it, 
are not actually called in infancy; but may ſpend 
a great part of their days in the courſe of this 
world, Thus Paul, though he was ſeparated 
from his mother's womb; yet it did not pleaſe ' 
God to reveal his Son in him, till he was on his 
journey to Damaſcus. Now baptiſm does not im- 
mediately belong to the eleft, at ſuch, (for theſe / 
are only known to God,) but as mee called, and i 
-eppearing to be ſo. / 

c 

J 


4. Though Jeſus Chriſt, as the great prophet of 
his church, can diſtinguiſb his people amongſt in- 


fants, as well as amongſt adults, and ble/s them; 1 

yet this is no warrant for us to bring the infants e 
of believers indiſcriminately to baptiſm, as it is to 4 
- bring them to him for a bleſſing. 

58. Our bringing them to Chriſt for a bleſſing, 0 
though a duty; yet it is his to give or withhold, 7 

according to his ſovereign and righteous purpoſe; d 

nor can we diſtinguiſh who obtain the bleſſing in ar 


infancy ; and though we could, it would be no war- ft 
rant for their baptiſm, without a divite'command ar 

or example; for the blefſing and baptiſm are not R. 
- infeparably connected, as we may ſee in this place, th 
where the children were dd e, dar ne 
baptized. on 
But if we 1 a \ Iintle better ! into the t text we | 
may 
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may eafily ſee, that our Lord by theſe words, of 
fuch is the kingdom of God, does not ſo much in- 
tend the perſons of little children, as thoſe who 
reſemble them in diſpoſitions, as is evident from the 
following words, eV, erily, 1 ſay unto you, be. 
ver ſhall not receive the kingdim of God AS a little- 
child, he Hall not enter therein. And this ſenſe is 
confirmed by a parallel paſſage, Mat. xvili. 2, 3, 
Zefus called a little child, and ſet him in the mdf of” 
them, and ſaid, Verily, 7 fay unto you, except ye be 
converted and became AS little children, ye ſhall nat 
enter into the kingdom of heaven. And adds, 55 
ſeever therefore ſball HUMBLE himſelf AS this lit. 
tle child, the fame is the greateſt in the kingdim of 
heaven : And whoſo ſhall receive one SUCH little 
child in my name, receiveth me: And whoſoever 
all fend one of theſe little ones which BELIEVE in 
me, it were better for him that a milſtone were hang. 
ed about his neck, and that he were drowned in the 


_ depth of the ſea. 


Here it is evident our Lord tiles theſe /iz#le chi”. 
dren, who are converted, and reſemble ſuch in hu- 
mility, though they be adults in age ; for-they are 
deſcribed to be ſuch little ones as believe in him, 
and are capable of being ended, ſcandalized or 
ſtumbled: and if we compare this with what the 
apoſtle ſays about offending the weak brother. 
Rom. xiv. and 1 Cor, viii. we ſhall find, that 
though it will not apply to infants, yet it is a 
neceflary caution againſt offending Chriſt's Atte 
ones, or thoſe who are weak in the faith, 
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Nor dogs this ſenſe of the. place wake one Lord's 
phraſcology any way uncommon; for it was his 
uſual method to convey inſtruction by ſimilitudes 
and, metaphors, and to uſe the ign;or metaphor 
for the thing ſignified, Thus he took bread, 
bleſſed, it, and ſaid, This it my body and of the 
cup, This is my: blood: of the. New. Teſtament ; or, 
This cup is the New Teftament i in my bad: 80 here, 
Suffer. little children, to come unte me; for of fuch is 
the kingdom of Gad. i. e. They bear an inſtructive 
reſemblance of that humility, barmleſsneſs and 
ſimplicity which become my ſubjects. And in aſ⸗- 
much as he bleſſed them, we are warranted to 
bring our children to him fox the ſame. But 
there is no more ground here for the baptiſm of 
igfants here, than there is for bringing them to 
the Lord's ſupper. But you proceed: 

© The. apoſtles kept this in mind when they 
«executed his commiſſion to them for ſetting up 
his kingdom in the world: 


Anſtu. They kept in mind that his commiſGon 
to them was firſt to teach (or diſciple) and then 
baptize thoſe who were thus taught Te: 


— For 


I The words Go Je therefore, and teach all nations, boptizing them 
Fc. Mat. xxviii. 19. is indeed a commiſſion to teach all nations ; 
byt-not ta baptize all ;nations; for baptiſm is reſtricted to the relative 
pronoun arg, them, which is of the maſculine, and does not a- 

with ,zavra ra {Ivn, all nations, which ts neuter; but to a- 
Gras, diſciples, which is included in the verb wadSyrivonro 
teach, or, make diſciples. So the ſenſe is, Teach all nations, bay- 

ting them that are taught or made diſciples by teaching. 
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— *For they took in the children with the 


. parents, as we have ſeen. 
Anf. Tbey took in thoſe who profels'd' the 


faith, whether children or parents, xs we have 
ſeen. 


— EVR preached falvation by Chrilt to 
© men and their houſes ;* 


 Anfw. They preached ſalvation by Chrilt to all 
that had an ear to hear, even to every creature. 


But what is this to the purpoſe ? 3 
— They baptized believers and their bouſes, 
« them and all theirs.” 
Anſu. They did fo, ho their booſes believed 
as well as themſelves; for this was exactly agree- 
able to their commiſſion. 
— And they left chriſtian nen as holy, 


«fo in the Nen of this privitege of * 
* circumciſion, ? 


Anſw. They did not leave them boly in your 
ſenſe of it ; but argued from the received princi- 


ple of their being ligitimate, that the marriage of 
their parents behoved to be ſo likewiſe, Nor did 
they leave them in the poſſeſſion of the privilege 
of Chrift's circumciſion, if by this you mean bap- 
tiſt ; for as they had not this in their commiſſion, 
fo we find they did not practiſe it in any of the 
inſtances we have of baptiſm in ſcripture ; neither 
did they leave any directions about it. And if 
you can argue from Phil. i. 1. that there ought to 
os no officers in a chriſtian church but Biſbeps and 


I 2 8 Deacons, 
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Deacons, you cannot, with any . grace, hinder 
me to gather from Acts viii. 12, that none ought 


to be baptized but believing men and Women, 


FS Thus you finiſh your ſcripture. arguments, in 
the handling of which you have been obliged to 
contradict yourſelf in every thing material: and if 
1 were to judge of your real principles from your 
practice I would be led to think, that you hold 
infant-baptiſm independent of any arguments you 

Have yet advanced: When you receive adult mem- 
bers into your ſociety, who have been baptized in 
the church of Rome, or in the church of Scotland, 
(which you eſteem little better,) you neither baptize 

them yourſelf, nor enquire whether they have been 

baptized according to what you eſteem the ſcrip- 
 » ture rule, With reſpect to their parents, you nei- 
ther enquire into their faith, nor own them for 
delievers or true Iſraelites, and ſo all the argu- 
ments drawn from the faith of the parent, ſalvation 
ta a believers houſe, the promiſe being to him and 
his children, &c. are laid aſide here. And as for 

- Zhemſeves, you did not look upon them as diſci- 
ples, belicvers, holy, and of the kingdom of heaven, 
until ſuch time as they perſonally profeſs'd the 
faith, and apply'd for admiſſion into your ſociety, 
Thus all your ſcripture arguments are cut off at once; 
and therefore, ſince you hold ſuch baptiſm valid, 
it muſt be upon ſome other foundation, What 

= occaſion, then, for all this wrangling, ſqueezing, 
and twiſting of ſcripture to ſupport a point which 
you can held independent of it altogether ? Had 

| * you 


. 
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yon been ſo ingenuous as to have confeſs'd this, 
it would have brought the controverſy to a ſpeedy 
iſſue; for then the only queſtion would have been, 
whether or not the ſcripture be the only rule. Tis 
true indeed, you told in your firſt ſection, that 
you were obliged to depart from expreſs precept 
and indiſputable example; but who could ever 
imagine, that you would alſo practically depart 
from your own ſophiſtical and wiredrawn confe- 
quences, and ſo abandon ſcripture altogether * _ 
In ſhort, Sir, I am almoſt aſhamed that I ſhould 


' have miſs'd my mark fo far as to proceed upon the 


fuppoſttion that you held this point from ſcripture; 
fince it plainly appears, by your conduct, that you 
lay no ftreſs = any DRY you . advanced 
vom thenee. 


L am, 
8 L A, | 


Your Gr. f 
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H Aving followed you N your ſcripture 
authorities for infant - baptiſm, 1 ſhall, in 

this letter, make ſome reply to what you obterve 

from antient hiſtory, You fay, 

„That there was never any fcruple moved 

8 « about it till the end of the ſecond century. 


Anfw, Becauſe it had no being till about that 
time, as ſome of the moſt learned Pædobaptiſts, in- 
genuoully confeſs +. 


And when we conſider the oppoſition 
© then made to it, we ſball ſee how much it ſerves 
< to confirm it. We ſhall ſee that chriſtian infants 
* were then in poſſeſſion of the privilege of bap- 
© tiſm, and that the firſt objection made to it aroſe 
out of a manifeſt departure from what the ſcrip. 
ture teaches moſt plainly about baptiſm, as well 
< as from the ſcripture doctrine of the grace of 
God. 
Anſw, If this manner of arguing be of any 
weight, 


1 See Vanſſeb's Hiſtory of the church of Alexandria, Part 1. e. 
29. -Ludovicus Vives in his notes on Auguſlin. de Civitate Dei, B. I. 
c. 27. Suicerus in his Theſaur. Ec. ſub Voce Turai. Curcelleus 


in his Relig. Chriſtian. Inſſitul. Lib, 1. C, 12, and in Differt. ſceunta 
de Peccat. Ong. 7. Sect. 56, 
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weight, then it muſt recoil upon yourſelf with dou- 
ble force; for it can eaſily be ſhewu, that the an- 
tient arguments for infant-baptiſm were founded 
upon a ſuppos d neceſlity of baptiſm to ſalvation ; 
that it waſhed away original ſin ; that the grace of 
God mult be denied to none; and that the ſins of 
infants were eaſier ts than thoſe of adults, 
&c. *. | : » 
Tertullian, who wrote in the concluſi on of ihe 


« ſecond century, is the firſt that moves an objece 
* tion againſt infant-baptiſm,” 


Anfw. He was amongſt the firſt that had occaſion; 

—— And he does this when pleading for the 
© delay of baptiſm even to the adult: for he would 
© have the unmarried profeſſors of chriſtianity to 
delay baptiſm, whether they be virgins or wi. 
© dows, till they either marry or be confirmed in 
their continency. He pleads for this delay of 
© baptiſm'from the prohibitions to lay on hands ſud- 
* denly, and to give that which is holy to ſwine ; 
Hand therefore he would have baptiſm delay- 


ed, according to the condition, e rh and 
© age of each perſon. 


Anf. It is not my buſineſs to defend Tertullian 


in all his notions ; but certainly the above fcrip- 


ture prohibitions were very much to his purpoſe a- 

gainſt adminiſtering baptiſm to thoſe who did not 

appear n by the ial provetion Ww their 

faith, - | | 
——* And he ü for the delay, eſpecially a as 

v {to er, arguing for it ig this manner, * What 


. © « neceſſty 
$44 6s 
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© neceſſity is there (ſays he) for bringing the 
te ſponſors into danger, who being themſelves mor. 
© tal, may fail of performing their promiſes, or 
% may be beguiled by the growth of an ill diſpoſi- 
« tion? The Lord indeed ſays. Forbid them not 
& ta come fo m. Let them come then when they 
& grow up; let them come when they learn; 
« when they are taught to what they ſhould come. 
4 Let them be Chriſtians when they ſhall be ca- 
tc pable to know Chriſt, Why does the innocent 
et age haſten to the remiſſion of ſins? We would 


6 act more cautioully in ſecular affairs: that to 


« whom the earthly inheritanee is not given, the 
« divine ſhould be intruſted ! Let them know to 
6« ſeek ſalvation, that you may appear to have 
2 given it to one that ſeeks,” And for the delay 
© of baptiſm in general, he further ſays, If any 
« underſtood the weight of baptiſm, they would 
« rather fear the attaining of it, than the delay. 

« Entire faith is ſecure of ſalvation.” / 


Now was not this delay of baptiſm as expreſly 
8 contrary to the ſcripture example as any thing 
can be? and did then the firſt oppoſttion that we 
© hear of among Chriſtians to iafant-baptiſm, ariſe 
© out of the ſcriptures, op out of a plain contra · 
« diftion to the plaineſt ſcrigtures? And did not 
the objection of this forefather of the forbidders: 
© of infants to come to Chriſt, proceed upon the 
« denial of original ſin, and the need of remiſſion 
* to infants ? And did it not plainly ſuppoſe, that 
our ſalvation lies 1 in that. about us which, diſtin- 
1 guiſhes us from our infants; and that it hinges 


upon 
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upon a knowledge and a ſeeking of ſalvation, and an 
« intireneſs of faith whereof infants are incapable? 


lf it, ſhall be alleged, that he was not in this a 


+ forefather- to thoſe few commonly called Free- 

* grace. Anabaptiſts, who are only to be; regarded 
© in this queſtion: may we not then ſay, If theſe 
indeed believe, that they cannot enter the king- 
* dom of God, but as the infants enter, he was 
© more conſiſtent with himſelf than they ?* 


Anfw. Though I do not intend to juſtify Ter- 
tullian in ezery thing; as it is a queſtion- whe- 


ther the doctrine of original fin was clearly un- 


derſtood either by him or many of his cotemporas 
ries ; yet I cannot help noticing that you moſt e- 
gregiouſly wrelt his words; as where you ſay, he 
forbids infants to come to Chriſt, when he only for- 
bids their bapti/m, Pray, Sir, have you not yet 
learned to diſtinguiſh betwixt coming to Chriſt 
and coming to baptiſm! Or do you think baptiſm 
is Chrift ? Again where he ſays, Entire faith is 
* ſecure of ſalvation,” you conſider bim as wa 
taining, . that our ſal vation lies in maten 
about us that diſtinguiſhes us from our infants; 
whereas he is only pleading for the delay of bap · 
tiſm from its not being abſolutely neceſſary to 
ſalvation, (as was then alleged) that being con- 
nected with faith, as we find, Mark xvi. 16. He 
that believeth and i is baptized, ball be ſaved; in 
which place, you own +, the ſtreſs is laid on be- 
licving, and not on baptiſm: ſo that unleſs you 
* ſalvation in e inſtead of Chriſt, and 
e faith 
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faith in his W ger n 5275 r e s Hoſt 
e road it, 
© There are eder & Tretters arguments 
which have never got 4 fatisfying anſwer to this 
day; ſuch as the danger of the ſponfors; the ne- 
ceflity of Erſt texching the perfons to be baptized 
to what they ſhould come, and thus engaging them 
to deſire baptiſm and ſeek for it, before they obrain 
it; in which he ſeems to refer to our Lord's com- 
miſſion, Mat. xzviii. 18. | 
But it feems the few com 540 called ee. grace 
Annbaptiſty are lefs conſiſtent with themſelves than 
Tertullian was. How fo? Becauſe * they believe 
they cannot enter the kingdom of God but as the 
© Infants enter it,” and yet withold baptifi from 
their infants. But where in all the world, does 
his inconſiſtency y 7 Have you yet ſhown theſe 
Anabaptifts from ſcripture, that infants cannor en- 
ter the kingdom wirhont baptiſm, or have the thing 
Ponified without the ſign ? Have you pointed out 
the yurticular Infants” that enter this kingdom in 
diftinftion from thoſe who do not, and then fhewn 
the ſcripture pterept or example for baptizing 
ſuch ? And can you ſee no conſiſtenty at all in af. 
Kirmitg, that mat enter the kingdom of God, who 
never were proper or viſible TubjeCts of goſpel or. 
dinatices ? Once more; Do you think the profeſ 
fron of faith which the ſeripture requires in ordet 
to baptiſm, turns the profeſfor's ny into the king. 
them of God upon another hinge than the entry of in- 
fatits, who cant make that © profeſſion'? If you 
do, then the inconſiſtency lies on your fide of the 
__ © queſtion, 
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queſtign, in requiring ſuch. a prafeſlipn of the a+ 


oft dult. Bur L refer you hack to my. n, 
a fuller anſwer an this head. | 
— Now, Sir, as von have been lia 2 — 


5 aut to the Baptiſts their original, it will nat be a+ 
miſs to draw: pane attention. 2 ta a me 


0 eee 
Tem 
* That infant bapriſin was viry * 8 


om into the church, is evident from Tertullian's op- 
poſition to it about the latter end of the ſecond 
century; but we have no authentic or diftin& ac: 


2 count of the grounds upon which it was held, till 
Rank Cyprian's, time, about the middle of the zd centu- 


\ ths ry, who writes largely in favours. of it in his epiſe 
Ia tle to Fidus, which epiſtte was the reſolution of: 
3 bim and 66 biſhops gathered together in council, 
theſe The reaſons for infant · baptiſm, (and that too be. 
1 fore the _ day) as Arann in that Hale aro 
as follow ; ; 

That whereas none is to be kept: bick fon 
_ © baptiſm, and the grace of God, much leſs: new 


hewt born infants, who, in this: reſpect, do deſerve 
izing more of our aid, and God's mercy ; becauſe in 
in af- the beginning of their birth they preſently; crying 
who and weeping, do nothing elſe but pray. The 


© mercy. and grace of God is to be denied to none 


rofeſ . © that are born of man; for the Lord faith. in the 
ordet © goſpel, that the Son, of man came nat to deſtroy 
King © mens ſouls, but to ſave them; and therefore, as 
of in- much as in us lies, if it maꝝ be, no ſbul is to be 


* loſt; and therefore all. infants, at all times, are 
: by bg baptized. ——It any. thing could. binder 


* from 
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« from obtaiving of grace, greater ſins ſhoul++in- 
© der men of years from it; now if greater fins 
© hinder not men of years from it, but that they, 
* when they believe, obtain forgiveneſs. grace, and 


t baptiſm, by how much rather is an infant not to 
be forbidden, who being newly born, hath not 


© ſinned, except in that being born carnally accord - 
ing to Adam, he bath contracted the contagion 
* of antient death in his firſt nativity, who, in this 


6 reſpect, comes more eaſily to receive remiſſion of 


© ſins, becauſe not his own ſins, but another's are 
a forgiven him.“ | 

Now, tell VO was not this i W of infant. 
baptiſm as expreſly contrary. to the ſcriptures as a. 
ny thing can be ? And did the firſt arguments that 
we hear of among Chriſtians in its behalf ariſe out 
of the ſcriptures, or out of a flat contradiction to 
the plaineſt ſcripture? 

Did it not proceed upon the Joftrine of univerſal 
grace; that baptiſm confers the grace of God: 
that infants deſerve this more than adults, as having 
no ſin of their own, but only Adam's, and there- 
fore more eaſily forgiven ; that they are eminent 
in devotion, being continually praying in their 
weeping and crying, &c. And what is this, thiok 
you, but placing d in nee elſe than 
Chriſt 2. i; 

If it ſhall be aledged, — he was not in this 2 
forefather to the numerous nations of Proteſtant 
Pædobaptiſts, who are only to be regarded in this 
queſtion: may we not then ſay, If theſe indeed be- 
lieve that the ſalvation of infants lies only and whe: 


51 in the thing ſignified to the adult i in baptiſm, he 
was more conſiſtent __ himſelf than TO But 
to proceed regularly ; 

About the latter end of the 24 century, an opi- 
nion aroſe, that without baptiſm there could be no 
ſalvation; whether this error was founded upon a 


| miſtaken view of Mark xvi. 16, or John iii. 5. 


(which were pled afterwards) cannot well be de- 
termined, However, this principle being once 
admitted, (as appears from Tertullian's oppoſition) 
parents could not bur take the alarm, and preſs 
hard for the baptiſm of their infants, leſt they 
ſhould die and be damn'd before they came to age. 
But there was one thing that ſtood in their way, 


viz, the inability of infants to make the ſcriptural. 


profeſſion of their faith before baptiſm : but alas! 
their infants might periſh ere they were capable 
for this profeſſion, unleſs ſome expedient were 
found out to ſupcrſede it. What then could they 
do in this ſad dilemma, but find cautioners or 
ſponſors to profeſs and engage for their children? 
For what ſignified the breach of a divine com- 
mand, in compariſon of the ſalvation of their in- 
fants; Theſe are the ſponſors which Tertullian 
conſiders as brought into danger: but the parents 
were not then admitted as ſponſors for their chil - 
dren, unleſs they abſtain'd from the marriage · bed 


ever after: nor did they as yet baptize all infants, 


but only ſuch as pers: weakly and in danger of 
death J. 


About fifty years after this, Cyprian and fixty- 
K ſix 


8 Gregory Naianzen. Orat. of Bapt. * 
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ſix biſhops gave it the ſanction of a council: (for 
it had then become cuſtomary, when any piece of 
ſuperſtition was to be eſtabliſhed in oppoſition to 
the ſcripture, to interpoſe the authority of a coun- 
cil for its more univerſal reception, though they 
wanted the civil power to put their decrees in exe- 
cution.) We have already ſeen the reſolution of 
this council and the judicious arguments upon 
which it was founded; and we may be ſure they 
were no way inferior to thoſe uſed in Tertullian's 
time, when infant-baptiſm was firſt introduced: 
But it is evident that the arguments of modern 
Pædobaptiſts, were not as yet invented, at leaſt 
thoſe of them upon which they lay moſt ſtreſs. 
We find likewiſe that in Cyprian's time they ad- 
mitted infants to the Lord's ſupper, as appears 
from the ſtory he relates of his giving the commu- 
nion to an infant *: and this practice continued 
in the church for 600 years, till it was at laſt re- 
jected by the council of Trent; as is confeſs'd by 
Maldmat on John vi. Herein they were more 
conſiſtent than the modera Pædobaptiſts, for their 
arguments are as ſtrong for the one as for the other, 


I bere is little account of infant · baptiſm from 
Cyprian's time, till the beginning of the fifth cen- 
tury, when we find Auguſtine ſtrenuouſly main - 
raining it upon Cyprian's authority and principles, 
iz. That infants are damned by reaſon of origi- 
ral ſin if they are not baptized ; that baptiſm re- 
regenerates c. But it is evident he paid no regard 
10 the fait or intention of thoſe who brought 
them 


» Jn his boot De Lapfe. mentioned by Auguſtine, Epiſt. 23, 


them to baptiſm; for he ſaith, in his 23d epiſife 


to Bonifacius, Neither let that move thee that 
© ſome do not bring little ones to receive baptiſm 


with that faith that they may be regenerated by 


© ſpiritual grace unto life eternal; but becau'e they 


think by this to preſerve or receive temporal 
health: for they are not therefore unregenerate ; 
© becauſe they are not offered by them with this in- 
© tention ; for neceſſary miviſtries are ceievvrated by 
* them,” 

Though they admitted ſponſors to vrofeſs the 
faith; yet the ſponſor was not to profeſs his 5w 


faith, but the faith of the child 1%, which was 


done in this manner: The ſurety. being aſked, 
Doth the child believe ? reply'd, He doth believe. 


| Upon which Bonifacius urgeth Auguſtine to ſhew, 


how the ſureties could be excuſed from lying in 
ſuch an affirmation, and is anſwered, * He doth 
© believe, by reaſon of the ſacrament of faith. 
This. wretched quibble may ſufficiently. convince 
you, that the argument of the parent's faith was 


-not then invented; but that they held perſonal faith 
as a prerequiſite to baptiſm, though they admitted 


a vicarious profeſſion of it. 

Auguſtine, as well as Cyprian, admitted infants 
to the Lord's ſupper, and pled for it from John 
vi. 53. T7. 

But after all it would appear, chat, even in Au- 
guſtine's time, infants neither received baptiſm nor 


the Lord's ſupper but when they appear'd weakly, 


or in danger of death, and they were adminiſtered 
K 2 247 


7 1b. 1. de Acer merit. et remiſ. c. 20. | 
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as well for the health of their bodies, as for the 
ſalvation of their ſouls. Auguſtine's own baptiſm 
was deferred till he was upwards of thirty years of 
age, though educated as a Chriſtian by. his mother 
Monica ; and he tells us, * that being young, and 
falling fick, he defired, and his mother thought 
to have him baptized, but upon his recovery, it 
vas deferred fp. Nor was his own ſon baptized 
till he was fifteen, with many others that may be 
mentioned at that time, 

Whoever. conſiders the authority thoſe foreſa- 
hers of the Pzdobaptiſts had in the church, and 
the myſticiſm, ignorance and ſuperſtition of thoſe 
times, needs not wonder that theſe idle dreams 
mould ſpread and be ſwallowed by whole nations; 

but it is ſurpriſing that it ſhould be carried to the 
ridiculous length of baptizing whole kingdoms, 
upon the profeſſion and baptiſm of their kings, 
though they till remained baptized infidels. If 
you ſay you have nothing to do with ſuch a prac- 
tice, I reply, that the baptiſm of whole houſes upon 
the profeſſion of the parent's faith, is perfectly ana- 

logous to this, and is nothing but a chip of the 
fame block. 

To conclude, as you have no foundation in 
ſcripture for infant-baptiſm ; ſo, though you ſhould 
rake the whole mire of antiquity, you will find 
little to ſupport the modern plan of it, which 
ſtands chiefly upon ccnceits that have been hatch'd 
amongſt Proteſtant Pædobaptiſts within theſe 300 

years. . 1 am, 81 R, Your, Gc. 


+ Tem. 1. Confeſſ, Lib. 1. c. 14. 
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I Now Nette to your APPENDIX, wh; 4 Conte 
tains a diſſertation on the manner of baptiſm and 
the ſcripture ſenſe of the word _ im, Here you 
tell us, | 
The oppoſem of mant bapül Sbm ke 
© wiſe for a different manner of baptiſm from thar 
which is commonly practiſec: which according 
to them cannot be called baptiſm: becauſe it 
* does not at all ſignify and repreſent union and 
* communion with Chriſt in his death and burial 


by immerſion, or plunging, or dipping in water 


nor in his refurrection, by emerging or riſing up 
from under the water: and becauſe it does not 
* at alf anſwer to the very ſenſe and meaning of 
the word Baptiſm, which ſignifies dipping, im- 
merſing, or plunging.” 

Anſw..1 ſuppoſe you will not deny that the 
word, Gr r,, baptize, primarily and proper- 
ly ſignifies to immerſe, plunge under, cverwheim, 
and alſo to dip ; and that where it is put for u- 
ing, it is uſed in a ſecondary, conſequential, and 
more improper ſenſe. H yon deny this, you op- 
en not only the Baptiſts, but the belt lexico- 
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gra phers and critics that have ever writ on the 
Greek language. But then it ſeems, 


F bis cannot appear from ſcripture to be the 
very ſenfe and uſe of the word Baptiſm there; 
How ſo? For the beſt way to find the ſenſe of 
this word, as applied to the caſe of baptizing 
« chriſtians, is to obſerve how the ſcripture applies 
© it to other caſes; and by this way the ſcripture 
* ſenſe of it is found to be waſhing, however that 
© be done.” and then you produce inſtances where 
the waſ/ding of hands, cups, tables or beds, &c. 
is expreſs d by the word baptiſm. 

| Anfw, 1. Though the ſcripture in fome caſes 
ſhould uſe the word baptiſm, where waſhing muſt 
be underſtood; yet it will not follow, that the 
word is ſo to be underſtood in Chriſtian baptiſm, a- 
ny more than it will follow, that becauſe the word 


—facri ifice is applied to our praiſe thankſgiving and 


good works, Heb- xiit. 15, 16. therefore we muſt 
thus under ſtand Chriſt's /acrifice : thus you may 
ſee where your rule would lead you. But I think 
you had beſt keep by the primary and proper ſenſe 
of a word till ſome circumſtances in the text lay 
you under a neceſſity of under ſtanding it other- 
wiſe; and this you cannot pretend os Chriſtian 
baptiſm. 

2. It is not denied that theſe things you men- 
non were waſhed; but the queſtion is, whether 
were they not baptized or dipped in the act of waſb- 
ing ? if they were, then the word is property. uſed 
ſtill; and I ſuppoſe you. will pot undertake to 

| prove 


* nn 
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prove they m_ waſhed by rings or aur. 


. Ta: 36 2 $5 
3. According to your amd, haptiti muſt fi . ; 
nify to dip; for thus the original theme G , 
from whence (ant ily is a derivative, is applied 
in other places of ſcripture; as in Mat. xxvi. 25, 
He that, “Ut ay, dippeth his hand with me 
in the diſh,” c. Luke xvi. 24. Send Lazarus, 
that he, BaPn; may dip the tip of His finger 
© in water. &c; John xiii. 26. He it is to whom 
a hall give a ſop, when 1, Paac, have dipped 
Rev. xix. 13 And he was clothed with: a 

fa 3 Gesu, drpped, in blood. 


Your next argument is, That, * in the caſe of 
* Chriſtian baptiſm, waſhing ſtands often in the 
New Teſtament as another word for it, and as de- 
5 claring the import and ſenſe of it,” of which you 
give inſtances from, Eph. v. 26. Heb. x. 22. Tit. 
iii. 5. 1 Pet. iii. 21. Acts xxii. 16, 1 Cor. vi. 11. 
From theſe (you ſay) it may appear, that aceord- 

ing to the ſcripture uſe of the word baptiſm, 
immerſion cannot be called baptiſs, any other wiſe 
than as it is a mode of waſhing with water. 
+ © If the Phariſees touched but the garments of the common 


© people they were defiled and needed immerſion, and were obliged 
to it. Maimonides in Mifu. chagigab. c. 2. ſeft, 7. 1 

The more ſuperſtitious part of the Jews, every day before 
* they ſat down to meat, dipped the whole body; hence the Pha - 
* riſes, admiration at Chriſt, Luke xi, 38.“ „ Emend. 
emp. Lib. 6. [2 678. 

In the Jewiſh Miſhah, or book of traditions, it is faid, A bed 
chat is Wally defiled,' a man oy part by part.”  Celim, 
"44.26. Set. 14. | 
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Anf. That waſhing ſtands often 4s another 
word for baptiſm may be granted; for a man is 
waſhed when he is: immerſed or dipped ; but that 
waſhing in whatever manner, is uſed for baptiſm, 
© I deny: for the body is not waſhed with pure 
water, by printing or pouring a little of it on the 
face, as it is by immer/ing-or plunging it in water. 
So that though immerſion be a mode of waſbing 
with water; yet it ls not for this called baptiſm ; 
but becauſe it is that very mode which is expreſs d 
by the Greek word Barr, and no other, 
Haſhing is a general word, which includes various 
modes, and that of dipping among the reſt ; but 
dipping, by which this ordinance,is expreſs'd, is a 


particular mode, and cannot properly n 


eier. 


© /The ancients: FR added auen ceremonies 
* to the ſimple inſtitutions of Chriſt, and found 
out ſpiritual meanings to them, amongſt. other 
© rites added to baptiſm, uſed this of dipping thrice. 
But they did not proceed fo far, in this way, as 
© to deny, that waſhing with water in any other 
way is baptiſm: for they uſed clinic baptiſt, and 
© ſurely baptizing a ſick man in his bed, was not 


« burying him under water. Waſhing with wa- 
ter, then, was from the beginning the ſign in 


- © baptiſm, in whatever way, or after whatſoever 
9 mode i it was done. 
Anſiu. 1. What realbs "kt you to find fautt 
with the ancients for dipping thrice, ſince you think 
any manner of waſhing will do? 
. Tough they likewiſe. uſed clinic ni, yet 


they 


yet 
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they did not think it a proper mie for Ver | 


| baptiſm, as you do; but excuſed it by the pl 


urgent neceſſity ; and they pretended to no evi- 
dence for it from the New. Teſtament, but found- 
ed it upon the ceremonial ſprinklings of the law, 


and the metaphor uſed by the prophet Ezekiel, 


chap. xxxvi. 25. But ſtill they made a diſtinction 
betwixt baptiſmal waſhing, and the pouring of wa- 
ter upon the fick . However, if you think the 
ancient ſuperſtitious clinic baptiſm a ſufficient war- 
rant for ſprinkling or pouring, 'tis at your ſervice, 
though ir be among the other ceremonies, which 
they added to the ſimple inſtitutions of Chriſt, 


You tell us, * the common way of baptizing is 
* not by ſprinkling, as has been always falſely al- | 
* leged in this controverſy, but by pouring water 


from the hand of the baptizer on the baptized.” 
A very curious diſtinction indeed ! but what does 


this make for your purpoſe ? Why, * if the ſcrip- 
ture calls pouring forth the Holy Ghoſt upon 
men, baptizing them with the Holy Ghoſt, then 
* pouring forth water on men, is baptizing them 
with water, in the ſcripture uſe of the word bap- 
„Um. 
Anu. 80 you hold by avon. for its Gwilitude 
to the baptiſm 'of the Holy Ghoſt: (I ſhall remind 
you of this in the ſequel) but, according to this 
manner of arguing, filling men with water muſt be 
baptiſm; for they are ſaid. to be filled with the 
Holy Ghoſt : giving men water muſt be baptiſm; 


1 Cyprian. Zpiſt, 69. od Magnum, =® Cyprian. iid. 
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for the Holy Ghoſt is faid to be given: and forink- 


ling with water (notwithſtanding your diſtin ion) 


muſt be baptiſm ſtill ; for the ordinary baptiſm of 
the ſpirit is by ſprinkling the heart from an evil 


conſciehce. Thus baptiſm with water may be ex. 


plain'd to be any thing, every thing, or nothing. 

© Chriſt was baptized with a baptiſm, which 
was at his death; but that baptiſm was by water 
and blood poured forth from his pierced fide up- 


ton his dead body; ; and there was no dipping 


there. 
Anſuu. Was the guſhing of blood and water 
from the pierced fide of Chriſt's dead body, the 
thing he preciſely meant by his baptiſm, and 
that in diſtinction from what he endured before 
he bowed the head and gave up the Ghoſt ? If ſo; 
it will ' greatly favour ſome ancient inſtances of 
baptizing dead bodies. But it is evident that the 
_ baptiſm wherewith our Lord was baptized at his 
death, reſpected all that he ſuffered whether in the 
garden or on the croſs; which ſufferings are cal · 
led baptiſm, not properly but metaphorically. The 
'Pfalmiſt uſeth metaphors of the ſame import, 
when ſpeaking of Chriſt's ſufferings, Pal Ixix, 1, 
2. Save me, O God, for the waters are come in-in- 
to my ſoul. I fink in deep mire, where there is n 
' flanding I am come into deep waters, 'where the 
: floods OVERFLOW me, And was there no dipping 


: or immerſing here? And is not our being buried 
with Chriſt by baptiſm, a fit repreſentation of 


 .ceommunicn with him in his death and burial, and 


our riſing again from under the vater, a 52 


4 n Hands 9 2 b are buried with 
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ſign of fellowſhip with bim in his reſurredtion ? 
Rom. vi. 3, 4, 5. Col. ii. 11, 12, 23. But 1 in 010 
poſition to this, you ſay, 

Our communion with Chriſt, and Wee 
© to him in his death, burial and reſurrection, is 
* by the renewing of the Holy Ghoſt,” G. 


Anſw, True; but if you argue againſt | the ſcrip- 


ture mode of baptiſm, becauſe it is not the thing 


Ggnified ; you may likewiſe argue againſt every 
mode of it for the ſame reaſon; and thus you will 
ſhake hands with Quakers, who deny baptiſm with 
water, becauſe it is not the baptiſm of the Spirit. 


© But if we look on the will of the inſti. 
© tutor Re fy in his word as the ſole ground of 


© the relation betwixt the ſign-in baptiſm and the 


Lord's Supper, and that which is ſignified, by 
them; we will not look for any fuch ſimilitude 
in theſe inſtituted ſigns as we do in pictures or 
images. | | 
Anſw. You have not yet theve that it is not the 
will of the inſtitutor there ſhould be a re/emblance 
betwixt the ſign and the thing ſignified, On the 
contrary, you have endeavour'd to ſhew that there 
is a reſemblance, -' when arguing for the mode of 
pouring, which you found entirely upon its em- 
blance to the pouring forth of the Holy Ghoſt upon 
men: but whether you think it bears the ſimili- 
tude of a picture or image to this, I will not ſay. 
In your argument from Col. ii. 11, 12, 13. you 
affirm, That in place of the circumciſion made 
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0 Chriſt ! in baum: 2 and this you diſtinguiſh from 
che circumciſton of the heart, as the ſign is diſ. 

tinguiſhed from the thing ſiguified. Now, if there 
be a burial in the ſign; in diſtinction from the re- 
newing of the Holy Ghoſt, then that burial muſt 
be in water, for the ſcripture informs us that the 


ſign is water, 


— * Shall we fay upon it, that the ſcripture 
« confines us ſo to one manner of waſhing, that a- 
Another way of it cannot be called baptiſm ?? 
Anfw. You can ſcrew matters even this ſame 
length upon other points, and ſtand to it with bold- 
neſs : but here it ſeems your right arm is weak- 
ned, and you are willing to make a coalition that 
will comprehend all the modes of waſhing that can 
be thought on, and ſecure their friendly intercom- 
munity, The only fault you find with immerſion 
is its unſociableneſs and want of charity to its 
neighbours. Let me tell you, Sir, this is not a- 
greeable to your uſual manner of writing when 
conſcious of truth upgn your ſide, which indicates 
you have ſome miſgiving of heart about your fa- 
vourite mode. You allow immerfion to be one 
mode of waſhing ; but then you cannot think to 
be confin'd to any one mode of it: But what 
have you now made of Chriſt's ſimple inſtitution? . 
And what can the drift of all your arguments be, 
but to throw the ſcripture manner of baptiſm into 
- ambiguity and darkneſs, that ſo you may accomo- 
date the ordinance to the tender ſtate of infants, 
But what if after all we ſhould ſtill ſay upon it, 
that the ſcripture has determined the manner as 


well 


Sr 
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well as the ſubjects of baptiſm ; ad that the teu ; 
ture manner is baptiſm in diſtinction from any o 
ther manner of waſhing that you may * to uſe 
upon improper ſubjects? 
The confidence of ſome in this matter is the 
© more unaccountable, that they cannat be igno- 
rant, it is impoſſible to ſnew, from the particular 
accounts of the Lord's baptiſm and the eunuch's, 
* that either of them were baptized otherwiſe than 
by pouring water on them from the hands of the 
q „baptizers. For if it ſhould be inferred from the 
* eunuch's going down into the water, and coming 
4 © np out of it, (as it is alſo faid our Lord did,) 


c that he was plunged ; the ſame muſt alſo be faid 

N  * of Philip the baptizer; for the words are, They 
F * went down both into the water, both Philip and the 
7 * eunuch ; and he baptized him. And when they - |} 
* * were come up out of the water,” If theſe words, | 
* * ſay any thing of dipping che baptized, they fry 
n full as much of dipping the baptizer. But to a- 
'S ny man that is capable of underſtanding words, 1 
Y *:theſe words "plainly ſay, That being baptizes Þ} 
IC + with water is another thing than going down in 
0 to the water, and coming up out of it,” - "i 
at 


Anf. This paragraph is of a piece with the 
reſt, tending to ſhew, that there is no certain rule 


e, in ſcripture for the mode of baptiſin ; and this you 
0 do by throwing duff upon theſe circumſtances by 
0 which the fcriptore mode is determined, whilſt at 
the fame time, you can pretend to no foundation 
m ſcripture for the mode of pouring at all: ſo that 


"Your argument. proves nothing-; but is an attempt 
L to 


by, 
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25 "a "40.  fivalidate all proof whereby the manner . bap- 
Ce tiſm can be determined eiter one way. or another. 
But this whole paragraph proceeds upon a groſs * 
$8 \ miſtake; for we do not affirm, that going down into 
EF the water is the ſame with baptiſm or immerſion : 
Philip and the eunuch might go to their necks in 
water, and yet not be baptized. But I aſk, why 
went they down into the water ? Was it that the 
cunuch might have a little of it pour'd upon him 
from the hand of Philip; Certaivly no: for this 
| 1 have been done at the brink, without wet- 
ing the ſoles of their feet, or the eunuch might 
have been. thus baptized in his chariot by a ſmall 
quantity of it in a veſſel. It is evident then that 
the eunuch was not baptized by pouring of water 
from the hand of Philip; but in ſuch a manner, 
whatever it was, as required a depth of water, to 
obtain which, we. find, they went both down into 
the water, both Philip and the eunuch; and this, 
though it was not baptiſm, 2 it was a WR 
ſtep in order to it, 


Though Philip went down into the, water as 
well as the eunuch, yet he was not thereby baptiz- 
ed; (as he certainly would, had any manner of 
waſhing been baptiſm) but he, went down to per- 
form that action upon another, What kind of 
action then muſt this be that Philip performed up- 
on the eunuch, and that required they ſhould go 
both into a depth of water? Can we think the Ho- 
ly Ghoſt, in relating theſe circumftances, had no- 
thing in view but what was accidental and ſuper- 
fluous? No furely ; they all concur to aſcertaia, 
that 
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ſee that the circumſtances of the eunuch's baptiſm, 
tally exactly with the ſenſe of the word Bari, A 


to dip, immerſe or plunge. 


Ner were theſe circumſtances any way ſingular 3 


for our Lord was baptized in the river Jordan, 


having gone down into it; as is evident from 


Mat. ii. 16. Mark i. 10. where we are told that, 


after his baptiſm, he came up out of the water, 
Baptiſm (or immerſion) requires much water; 


and Fohn alſo was baptizing in Enon, near to Salim, 


becauſe there was much water there, John iii. 23. 


Whereas, had he uſed the mode of ſprinkling or 
pouring, he had no occaſion to make choice of 


ſuch a place. 


To conclude, the moſt learned and judicious of 
the Pædobaptiſts, ever ſince this practice took 


place, have ingenuouſly confeſs'd, that the ſcrip- 
ture mode of baptiſm is immerſion, and the main 


plea they have for fprinkling_or pouring, is its ſuit · 


ableneſs to the tender bodies of infants. Thus 


we ſee one deviation from the ſcripture rule intro- 
duces another, till at laſt the law of God be made 
vol by mens vain „ 
I am, 
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6 : that the aftion was immerſion, as a5 nl ws, 

& gquilites to no other myge ; accordingly it is Haid, bh. 
*  SPUATTWEY, he immerſed him, Acts viii. 38. which ' 7 

action required, that Philip ſhould take hold of 

the eunuch, bury him in the water, and raiſe him 

up again from under the water. Thus you may 
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